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COMMITTEE  ON  INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS: 
FULL  COMMITTEE  MARKUP 


THURSDAY,  MARCH  14,  1996 

House  of  Representatives, 
Committee  on  International  Relations, 

Washington,  DC. 

The  committee  met,  pursuant  to  call,  at  10:10  a.m.  in  room  2172, 
Raybum  House  Office  Building,  Washington,  DC,  Hon.  Benjamin 
A.  Oilman  (chairman  of  the  committee),  presiding. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

Before  starting  this  morning,  I  would  like  to  greet  our  newest 
member — another  one  of  our  new  members — Charles  Rose,  who  is 
certainly  not  new  to  Congress.  But  we  welcome  him  to  the  commit- 
tee and  we  hope  he  will  be  able  to  participate  with  all  of  us  in  the 
days  ahead.  Welcome,  Mr.  Rose.  Mr,  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Chairman,  thank  you  very  much.  We  are 
pleased  to  have  Pat  Banner  join  us.  And,  of  course,  Charlie  Rose. 
Charlie  is  a  very  distinguished  member  of  this  body.  He  will  make 
an  excellent  contribution  to  the  committee  and  we  are  delighted  to 
have  you,  Charlie. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Again,  welcome  to  our  newest  members. 

The  Committee  on  International  Relations  meets  today  in  open 
session,  pursuant  to  notice  to  consider  several  resolutions.  Those 
resolutions  include 

H.  Res.  345,  relating  to  the  deterioration  of  human  rights  in 
Cambodia. 

H.  Res.  379,  relating  to  the  anniversary  of  the  massacre  of  the 
Kurds  by  an  Iraqi  gas  attack. 

H.  Con.  Res  102,  concerning  the  emancipation  of  the  Baha'i  com- 
munity. 

H.J.  Res.  158,  recognizing  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  Peace 
Corps. 

H.  Con.  Res  148,  expressing  the  sense  of  Congress  relative  to 
Taiwan. 

In  each  case  (except  for  that  of  Taiwan)  we  will  discuss  and  as 
necessary  amend  the  resolutions  and  there  will  be  a  motion  to  rec- 
ommend if  the  Chairman  or  his  designee  obtain  consideration  of 
the  measure  on  the  suspension  calendar.  In  the  case  of  the  Taiwan 
resolution,  the  Chair  will  entertain  a  motion  that  the  committee 
order  the  resolution  reported  to  the  House  with  a  recommendation 
that  it  be  agreed  to. 

I  would  now  recognize  the  distinguished  ranking  Democratic 
member,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  Mr.  Hamilton  for  any  open- 
ing remarks  that  he  may  have. 

(1) 


Mr.  Hamilton.  No  comments,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Chairman  Giijvian.  ITie  first  resolution,  then,  is  House  Resolu- 
tion 345,  relating  to  the  deterioration  of  human  rights  in  Cam- 
bodia, which  was  introduced  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Asian  Pacific,  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  Mr. 
Bereuter,  and  was  marked  up  in  that  subcommittee  yesterday.  The 
Chair  lays  the  resolution  before  the  committee. 

The  clerk  will  designate  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk.  House  Resolution  345.  Expressing  concern  about  the 
deterioration  of  human  rights  in  Cambodia. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  am^end- 
ment. 

The  Clerk.  Whereas  the  Paris  Peace  Accords  of  1991  and  the 
successful  national  elections  of  1993 

Chairman  Oilman.  Without  objection,  technical  and  conforming 
amendments  to  the  introduced  resolution  that  now  appear  in  the 
text  before  the  members  will  be  agreed  to  en  bloc  and  considered 
to  be  base  text  for  the  purpose  of  amendment. 

Without  objection,  tne  resolution  thus  amended  will  be  consid- 
ered to  have  been  read  and  is  open  now  to  amendment  at  any 
point.  The  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  Mr.  Bereuter  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  colleagues.  I  espe- 
cially appreciate  your  cooperation,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  expeditiously 
bringing  H.  Con.  Res.  345  to  the  full  committee  for  consideration 
and  action. 

Cambodia  has  made  tremendous  strides  toward  democracy  since 
the  killing  fields  of  Pol  Pot  and  the  Vietnamese  occupation,  but  se- 
rious problems  remain. 

My  resolution,  while  commending  the  Cambodian  people  for  their 
commitment  to  democracy  and  stability,  expresses  serious  concern 
about  human  rights  problems  in  the  country.  I  am  concerned  the 
desire  to  cite  Cambodia  as  a  success  story  for  U.N.  peacekeeping 
has  stifled  the  expression  of  concern  about  the  deterioration  of 
human  rights  and  conditions  in  Cambodia. 

The  October  1991  Paris  Peace  Accords  and  remarkably  successful 
national  elections  in  May  1993  led  to  the  installation  of  a  demo- 
cratic parliamentary  system  of  government  international  unity  coa- 
lition government.  The  1993  elections,  however,  are  only  the  first 
step  toward  democracy  in  Cambodia. 

Not  only  are  there  questions  about  the  depth  and  the  sta3ang 
power  of  the  current  democratic  svstem  in  Cambodia,  but  the  gov- 
ernment of  Cambodia  has  recently  taken  some  troubling  actions, 
expulsion  and  exile  of  outspoken  politicians,  the  prosecution  of  sev- 
eral opposition  journalists,  mysterious  grenade  attacks  and  mob  ac- 
tions all  suggest  that  the  Cambodian  Government  is  becoming  in- 
creasingly intolerant  of  dissent.  In  fact,  these  actions  suggest  that 
Cambodia  could  be  slipping  back  into  authoritarianism. 

My  resolution  urges  the  Administration  to  make  human  rights 
concerns  among  our  primary  objectives  in  bilateral  relations  with 
Cambodia,  calls  for  close  monitoring  of  important  upcoming  elec- 
tions, supports  democratization  efforts  of  U.S.  assistance  programs, 
and  urges  that  the  United  States  and  other  donors  raise  human 
rights    concerns    at    the    June,     1993    meeting    of    the    donors 


consolidative  meeting  for  Cambodia.  H.  Res.  345  represents  a  bal- 
anced and  constructive  effort  to  advance  democracy  and  human 
rights  in  Cambodia  in  my  judgment. 

I  want  to  thank  Chairman  Oilman,  Mr.  Herman,  Mr. 
Rohrabacher,  Mr.  Burton  and  Mr.  Sanford  for  their  assistance  and 
early  support  as  original  cosponsors  for  this  resolution.  I  urge  all 
of  my  colleagues  on  the  committee  to  support  it.  Thank  you,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
this  resolution,  but  I  did  want  to  indicate  some  concern  about  the 
balance  of  it.  I  think  the  subcommittee  chairman,  Mr.  Bereuter, 
has  stated  the  case  for  the  resolution  very  well.  There  are  certainly 
reasons  to  be  concerned  about  developments  in  Cambodia.  And  I 
think  it  is  quite  true  that  the  human  rights  situation  there  has  de- 
teriorated over  the  past  year. 

But  on  the  more  positive  side  I  think  we  should  also  recognize 
that  Cambodia  is  not  a  police  state,  that  it  is  in  many  respects 
more  open  and  free  than  many  of  its  neighbors.  That  it  does  have, 
for  example,  an  opposition  press  which  can  criticize  the  government 
rather  vigorously  and  aggressively  at  times.  And  that  while  it  is 
also  true  that  government  troops  have  committed  some  violations 
of  human  rights,  it  is  also  true  that  the  Cambodian  military  has 
tried  to  step  up  its  efforts  to  ensure  that  those  abuses  are  not  re- 
peated. 

I  am  worried  about  Cambodia  and  I  am  worried  about  some  of 
the  developments  that  are  taking  place  there,  but  I  do  think  we 
need  to  keep  some  balance  as  we  look  at  all  of  this.  And  I  think 
it  is  important  that  we  not  give  up  on  Cambodia.  It  is  a  country 
that  has  had  a  very  tragic  history  in  the  past  quarter  of  a  century 
and  it  is  sorely  going  to  nave  some  failures  in  its  progress,  we  hope 
it's  progress,  on  human  rights. 

With  those  expressions  of  concern  and  some  reservation  I  do 
want  to  say  that  I  will  support  the  resolution. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Are  any  other  members  seeking  recognition? 
I  want  to  thank  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  Mr.  Bereuter, 
and  the  ranking  minority  member,  for  bringing  this  resolution  be- 
fore us.  It  has  been  2  years  since  Cambodia  had  its  first  democratic 
election  that  brought  to  power  the  current  coalition  government. 

Over  the  past  4  years,  our  nation  has  donated  some  $700  million 
to  the  efforts  to  help  Cambodia  rebuild  its  economy  and  become  a 
democracy. 

But  some  very  serious  problems  still  remain. 

Last  year  the  Cambodian  national  assembly  passed  a  provision 
to  the  press  law  that  will  allow  the  government  under  the  vague 
rubric  of  "national  security"  and  "political  stability",  virtually  un- 
fettered power,  to  confiscate  and  close  down  newspapers  and 
charge  journalists  with  criminal  offenses. 

The  government  has  recommended  prosecution  and  closure  of 
several  Cambodian  newspapers,  as  well  as  the  highly  regarded 
English  language  weekly,  the  Phnom  Penh  Post. 

In  addition  to  these  problems,  there  are  the  serious  questions 
surrounding  the  unsolved  killings  of  three  journalists,  and  the  ex- 


pulsion  and  threatened  expulsion  of  members  of  Parliament  who 
expressed  views  critical  to  the  ruling  coalition. 

One  trial  ended  with  the  conviction  of  Thun  Bun  Ly,  the  Editor 
of  "Khmer  Ideal"  on  charges  of  "disinformation"  for  critical  and  sa- 
tirical essays  that  the  paper  published. 

That  newspaper  has  now  been  closed  and  Thun  Bun  Ly  has  been 
fined  10  million  riel  ($4,000)  and  sentenced  to  2  years  of  imprison- 
ment should  he  fail  to  pay  in  2  months. 

Our  Congress  needs  to  closely  watch  the  situation  in  Cambodia. 
The  leaders  of  that  nation  need  to  permit  the  development  of  an 
independent  judiciary,  allow  for  complete  freedom  of  the  press  and 
for  independent  political  participation. 

Another  critical  issue  is  the  drug  trade.  There  are  many  reports 
coming  out  of  the  region  pointing  out  that  Cambodia's  army  and  its 
security  apparatus  is  providing  transport  and  protection  for  the 
heroin  trade. 

H.  Res.  345  expresses  these  concerns  and  I  wholeheartedly  sup- 
port its  passage  and  urge  my  colleagues  to  join  with  us  in  adopting 
the  resolution. 

Are  there  any  amendments?  Are  there  any  other  members  seek- 
ing recognition?  The  gentleman  from  Nebraska  is  recognized  to 
offer  a  motion. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Chairman  or  his 
designee  be  requested  to  seek  consideration  of  H.  Res.  345,  as 
amended,  on  the  suspension  calendar. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you.  The  question  is  now  under  mo- 
tion. As  many  are  in  favor  of  the  motion  signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  As  many  as  are  opposed  say  no. 

The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have  it  and  the  motion 
is  agreed  to. 

Further  proceedings  on  this  matter  are  postponed. 

[The  amendment  appears  in  the  appendix.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  next  matter  relates  to  the  anniversary  of 
the  massacre  of  Kurds  by  an  Iraqi  gas  attack.  House  Resolution 
379  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Porter  of  Illinois.  The  Chair  lays  the 
resolution  before  the  committee  and  the  clerk  will  designate  the 
resolution. 

The  Clerk.  House  Resolution  379.  Expressing  the  sense  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  concerning  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the 
massacre  of  over  5,000  Kurds  as  a  result  of  a  gas  bomb  attack  by 
the  Iraqi  Oovemment. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution  for  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk.  Whereas  over  four  million  Kurds  live  in  Iraq,  com- 
posing 20  percent  of 

Chairman  Oilman.  Without  objection,  the  resolution  will  be  con- 
sidered as  having  been  read,  and  it  is  open  to  amendment  at  any 
point. 

Since  this  is  a  matter  mainly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  full 
committee,  I  will  briefly  present  the  resolution.  This  resolution  ex- 
presses a  sense  of  Congress  regarding  the  8th  anniversary  on 
March  17,  1996,  of  the  massacre  of  5,000  Iraqi  Kurds  as  a  result 
of  a  gas  bomb  attack  by  the  Iraqi  Oovemment. 


Our  committee  is  well  aware  of  the  brutal  actions  of  Saddam 
Hussein's  regime  against  Iraqi  minorities,  particularly  the  Iraqi 
Kurds,  who  are  now  protected  in  Northern  Iraq  by  Operation  Pro- 
vide Comfort.  Our  support  for  Operation  Provide  Comfort  is  sub- 
stantial, through  our  participation  in  monitoring  the  no-fly  zone 
over  Iraq  north  of  the  36th  parallel,  and  through  our  approximately 
$1.2  billion  in  humanitarian  and  protective  activities  there  to  assist 
the  Kurds  in  the  north,  in  which  we  are  also  able  to  deter 
Saddam's  aggression. 

This  measure  recalls  the  events  of  March  17,  1988  and  calls  upon 
our  Administration  to:  commemorate  the  memories  of  those  inno- 
cents who  lost  their  lives  in  that  tragic  attack;  to  reaffirm  the  U.S. 
commitment  to  protect  and  assist  the  Kurdish  minority  in  Iraq,  to 
make  certain  that  a  massacre  does  not  happen  again;  support  ef- 
forts to  promote  a  democratic  alternative  to  the  present  regime  in 
Iraq  which  will  assure  the  Kurds  the  right  to  self-government 
through  a  Federal  system;  and  to  renew  efforts  to  establish  an 
international  war  crimes  tribunal  to  prosecute  Iraqi  leaders  in- 
volved in  crimes  against  humanity. 

Mr.  Porter  is  to  oe  commended  for  his  sponsorship  of  this  resolu- 
tion, and  for  his  consistent  leadership  on  human  rights  matters. 
Accordingly,  I  urge  my  colleagues  to  support  the  gentleman's  reso- 
lution. 

I  recognize  the  distinguished  minority  leader,  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  commend  you.  I  want 
to  commend  Mr,  Porter  for  this  resolution.  I  think  it  is  a  timely  rec- 
ognition, commemoration  of  the  8th  anniversary  of  the  massacre 
and  a  very  worthy  resolution.  I  support  it  and  I  urge  its  adoption. 

Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Chairman,  thank  you  for  yielding.  The  regime  of 
Saddam  Hussein  continues  to  kill,  torture  and  illegally  imprison 
members  of  the  Kurdish  minority  in  Iraq  as  well  as  anyone  else 
who  displeases  the  regime.  You  mentioned  Provide  Comfort. 

I  will  never  forget  the  trip  that  some  of  us  took  right  when  the 
Kurds  were  fleeing  right  after  the  war  in  the  Persian  Gulf.  And  to 
see  the  way  that  these  people  who  had  virtually  no  clothing,  no 
food,  were  treated  by  the  Iraqis  was  unbelievable. 

And  now  on  the  8th  anniversary  of  the  gruesome  massacre  of 
over  5,000  innocent  civilians,  we  must  remind  Saddam  that  the  civ- 
ilized world  has  not  forgotten.  And  we  must  remind  world  leaders 
that  strong  sanctions  against  Baghdad  would  be  necessary  until 
Saddam  Hussein  is  gone  and  human  rights  are  restored.  This  reso- 
lution will  help,  I  think,  in  that  regard  and  I  strongly  endorse  it. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Smith. 

Are  there  any  other  member  seeking  recognition?  Are  there  any 
amendments? 

If  not,  the  vice  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska,  is  recognized  to  offer  a  motion. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  the  chairman  or  his  des- 
ignee be  requested  to  seek  consideration  of  H.  Res.  379  on  the  sus- 
pension calendar. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  question  is  now  on  the  motion.  As  many 
are  in  favor  of  the  motion  signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  As  many  as  are  opposed  say  no. 


The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have  it.  The  motion  is 
agreed  to. 

Further  proceedings  on  this  matter  are  now  postponed. 

[The  amendment  appears  in  the  appendix.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  next  matter  relates  to  the  emancipation 
of  the  Baha'i  community  of  Iran.  House  Concurrent  Hesolution  102 
was  also  introduced  by  Mr.  Porter  of  Illinois.  The  Chair  now  lays 
a  resolution  before  the  committee.  The  clerk  will  designate  the  con- 
current resolution. 

The  Clerk.  H.  Con.  Res.  102,  concerning  the  emancipation  of  the 
Iranian  Baha'i  community. 

Chairman  GluviAN.  The  clerk  will  read  the  concurrent  resolution 
for  amendment. 

The  Clerk.  Whereas  in  1982,  1984,  1988 

Chairman  Oilman.  Without  objection,  the  concurrent  resolution 
will  be  considered  as  having  been  read  and  is  open  to  amendment 
at  any  point. 

Again,  this  is  a  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  full  commit- 
tee, and  I  will  briefly  present  the  resolution  to  the  committee. 

I  would  like  to  urge  our  colleagues  to  support  this  timely  and  im- 
portant measure.  It  is  the  latest  in  a  series  of  resolutions  concern- 
ing the  continuing  repression  of  the  Baha'i  community  and  other 
religious  minorities  in  Iran  that  have  been  adopted  by  the  Congress 
since  1982.  This  resolution  allows  us  once  again  to  express  our  out- 
rage and  our  revulsion  with  regard  to  the  brutal  and  systematic  de- 
nial of  one  of  the  most  basic  of  human  freedoms,  freedom  of  con- 
science which  has  been  denied  by  the  Mullahs  of  Iran. 

Each  time  that  we  consider  these  resolutions,  it  seems  there  has 
been  a  new  twist  added  to  the  outrages  Iranian  authorities  have 
perpetrated  against  their  own  citizenry.  Last  month,  we  received 
disturbing  reports  from  Iran  about  the  conviction  and  sentencing  to 
death  of  an  Iranian  Baha'i  for  apostasy.  Not  only  does  this  have 
sinister  implications  for  the  long-suffering  Baha'i  community  of 
Iran,  but  for  other  religious  minorities  in  that  country  as  well. 

Our  nation  has  spoken  out  consistently  and  repeatedly  on  Iran's 
continued  brutal  repression  of  the  Baha'i.  In  its  latest  Human 
Rights  Report,  the  State  Department  includes  Iran  among  the  few 
countries  that  are  the  very  worst  abusers  of  the  rights  of  their  own 
citizens  in  the  world.  The  treatment  of  the  Iranian  Baha'i  commu- 
nity epitomizes  the  character  of  the  Iranian  regime — its  intolerance 
and  its  brutality. 

We  owe  it  to  the  victims  of  this  repressive  regime  to  continue  to 
raise  this  issue  in  international  human  rights  forums,  and  to  press 
those  governments  that  conduct  commerce  and  diplomatic  relations 
with  the  government  of  Iran  to  use  their  influence  and  to  speak  out 
against  these  outrages.  Resolutions  of  the  Congress,  such  as  the 
one  we  are  now  considering,  representing  the  clear  voice  of  the 
American  people,  are  invaluable  tools  for  our  diplomats  in  bodies 
such  as  the  U.N.  Human  Rights  Commission.  I  urge  my  colleagues 
on  the  committee  to  join  with  us  in  supporting  House  Concuirent 
Resolution  102. 

The  distinguished  ranking  minority  member  of  the  committee, 
Mr.  Hamilton,  is  recognized. 


Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  commend  you  again  for 
your  support  and  sponsorship  of  this  resolution.  We  have  a  lot  of 
trouble  with  Iran  today  on  many  fronts  in  foreign  policy.  Their  role 
in  terrorism,  of  course,  is  much  talked  about.  Its  efforts  to  subvert 
governments  in  the  Middle  East  and  North  Africa,  its  nuclear  deal- 
ings with  Russia  and  China.  What  this  resolution  does  is  focus  at- 
tention, our  attention,  on  the  dismal  human  rights  record  in  Iran, 
its  denial  of  religious  rights,  its  abuse  of  its  citizens,  its  violations 
of  internationally  recognized  human  rights.  All  of  these  things  are 
and  should  be  of  the  deepest  concern  to  the  Congress  and  I  think 
your  resolution  appropriately  focuses  on  them.  I  believe  there 
should  be  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  any  of  us  that  the  Baha'i  com- 
munity is  an  oppressed  minority.  It  is  denied  the  rights  to  orga- 
nize, to  elect  leaders,  to  conduct  religious  schools  and  other  reli- 
gious activities,  and  I  think  we  want  to  make  it  very  clear  that  we 
want  that  discrimination  against  the  Baha'is  and  all  others  in  Iran 
who  are  denied  basic  human  rights  to  stop.  And  until  it  does,  the 
relationship  between  our  countries  cannot  be  anywhere  close  to 
normal.  I  urge  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  as  an  important  step 
toward  that  goal. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Are  any  other  members  seeking  recognition? 
Mr.  Smith. 

Mr.  Smith.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  The  ongoing  persecution 
to  the  Baha'i  unfortunately  is  not  a  new  issue  to  this  committee  or 
the  Subcommittee  on  International  Operations  and  Human  Rights 
and  certainly  not  to  the  Congress. 

There  is  little  that  I  can  add  to  the  resolution  itself  The  Baha'i 
are  a  peace-loving  community;  members  of  a  religion  that  had  its 
origin  in  Iran,  but  that  has  adherents  now  all  over  the  world,  in- 
cluding many  Americans. 

The  extremist  regime  in  Iran  considers  the  Baha'i  religion  to  be 
a  kind  of  heresy  or  group  apostasy.  And  so  it  persecutes  tnem  even 
more  severely  than  it  persecutes  Christians,  Jews  and  Muslims 
who  are  not  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the  extremists.  I  particu- 
larly want  to  call  the  committee's  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  at  least  now  two  respected  members  of  the  Baha'i  community 
under  death  sentences  for  simply  practicing  their  religion.  These 
sentences  have  unfortunately  been  executed  to  date  and  perhaps 
this  resolution  will  remind  Tehran  that  the  world  is  watching  and 
hoping  and  will  continue  to  make  intercessions  on  their  behalf. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Smith.  Mr.  Oejdenson. 

Mr.  Oejdenson.  Thank  you.  I  would  just  like  to  join  with  my  col- 
leagues in  condemning  the  Iranian  Oovernment  which  is  such  a 
sore  point  to  the  globe  in  its  support  of  terrorism,  in  its  continued 
oppression  of  minorities  in  its  own  country.  And  in  particular  with 
the  case  of  the  Baha'is  because  indeed  if  there  ever  was  a  group 
of  people  that  are  not  threatening  to  the  political  system  they  are 
in,  the  Baha'is  by  their  very  religion  are  people  who  do  not  look  for 
confrontation. 

It  is  an  outrage  that  a  government  would  use  its  power  and  re- 
sources to  persecute  these  people.  And  it  is  our  duty  here  to  make 
sure  that  at  every  opportunity  for  their  terrorist  activities,  for  their 
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oppression  with  their  own  country,  that  the  Iranian  Government  be 
made  aware  of  our  objections. 

Additionally,  it  is  an  important  time  for  our  western  allies  to  join 
us  in  isolating  Iran.  In  each  era  there  seems  to  be  a  pariah  govern- 
ment. At  one  time  the  world  focused  on  South  Africa  because  it 
particularly  represented  the  worst  of  racism  around  the  globe. 
Today  it  is  time  to  focus  on  Iran.  If  there  is  one  country  in  the 
world  that  leads  in  the  export  of  terrorism  that  is  oppressive  in  its 
own  citizenry,  Iran  is  at  the  head  of  that  list.  And  it  is  not  just  for 
American  policymakers.  It  is  for  all  policymakers  in  America,  Eu- 
rope and  Asia  to  join  with  us  to  send  that  message  in  a  very  strong 
way,  not  just  verbally  but  economically  as  well  to  the  government 
of  Iran. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Grejdenson.  Mr.  Burton. 

Mr.  Burton.  Thank  you.  I  will  make  my  comments  very  brief. 
I  support  this  resolution  whole-heartedly.  I  think  what  my  col- 
leagues have  said  is  right  on  the  money.  But  there  is  one  thing  I 
would  like  to  state  in  relation  to  this  resolution  and  that  is  that 
we  have  a  penchant,  it  seems  in  our  country,  to  go  after  the  human 
rights  violations  primarily  of  our  enemies.  Arid  I  think  that  is  with 
a  great  deal  of  justification. 

But  there  are  some  cases  like  in  the  case  of  India  where  we  al- 
ways seem  to  turn  a  blind  eye  to  human  rights  violations.  Today 
as  we  sit  here  horrible  atrocities  are  taking  place  in  Kashmir,  in 
Punjab  and  in  Nagaland.  They  are  repressing  the  Sikhs  in  the 
northwestern  part  of  India. 

In  the  Punjab  they  are  repressing  and  killing  and  gang  raping 
women  in  Kashmir  who  are  Muslims.  And  then  over  in  Nagalana 
we  have  Christians  who  are  being  suppressed  and  killed  and  hurt 
on  a  regular  basis. 

So  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  in  the  days  ahead  when  we  have 
resolutions  dealing  with  India,  we  will  look  with  favor  upon  them 
as  well  as  this  resolution  today. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Burton. 

Are  there  any  other  members  seeking  recognition?  If  not,  are 
there  any  amendments? 

The  vice  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska, is  recognized  to  offer  a  motion. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Chairman  or  his 
designee  be  requested  to  seek  consideration  of  H.  Con.  Res  102  on 
the  suspension  calendar. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you.  The  question  is  now  on  the  mo- 
tion. As  many  as  are  in  favor  of  the  motion  signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  Those  opposed,  signify  by  sajang  no. 

The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have  it.  The  motion  is 
agreed  to. 

Further  proceedings  on  this  matter  are  postponed. 

[The  amendment  appears  in  the  appendix.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  next  matter  before  the  committee  is  a 
resolution  commemorating  the  35th  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
the  Peace  Corps.  House  Joint  Resolution  158  was  introduced  by  the 
gentleman  from  California,  Mr.  Farr.  The  Chair  lays  the  joint  reso- 
lution before  the  committee.  The  clerk  will  designate  the  resolution. 


The  Clerk.  House  Joint  Resolution  158.  To  recognize  the  Peace 
Corps  on  the  occasion  of  its  35th  anniversary  and  the  Americans 
who  have  served  as  Peace  Corp  volunteers. 

Chairman  Oilman,  The  clerk  will  read  the  joint  resolution  for 
amendment. 

The  Clerk.  Whereas  the  Peace  Corps  has  become  a  powerful 
symbol  of  America's  commitment  to  expand  hope,  create  oppor- 
tunity, and  encourage  development  at  the  grass  roots  level  in  the 
developing  world. 

Whereas  more  than  140,000  Americans  have  served  as  Peace 
Corps  volunteers  in  more  than  125  countries  in  Africa,  Asia  and 
the  Pacific,  Central  Asia,  Eastern  and  Central  Europe,  and  the 
Western  Hemisphere  since  1961 

Chairman  Oilman.  Without  objection,  the  joint  resolution  will  be 
considered  as  having  been  read,  and  is  open  for  amendment  at  any 
point.  Since  this  is  a  matter  that  was  not  referred  to  a  subcommit- 
tee, I  will  briefly  present  the  resolution  to  the  committee. 

H.J.  Res.  158  recognizes  the  Peace  Corps  and  its  volunteers  on 
its  35th  anniversary.  The  resolution  was  introduced  last  January 
by  Mr.  Farr  and  five  other  original  cosponsors,  all  former  Peace 
Corps  volunteers.  The  resolution  recognizes  the  sacrifice  and  dedi- 
cation of  our  Peace  Corps  volunteers,  both  in  their  assigned  coun- 
tries and  here  at  home  after  they  return  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Corps'  35th  anniversary. 

I  will  note  that  since  the  first  volunteer  stepped  off  the  plane  in 
1961  at  a  little  airport  in  Ohana,  over  140,000  Americans  have  be- 
come Peace  Corps  veterans  in  the  service  of  peace,  understanding 
and  development.  Today,  Peace  Corps  volunteers  are  older,  more 
experienced  and  specialized  but  their  mission  is  still  the  same: 
bringing  development  and  basic  American  values  to  the  developing 
world  at  the  grassroots  levels. 

I  believe  we  can  all  agree  on  the  bipartisan  strength  of  the  Peace 
Corps  in  the  104th  Congress.  The  Peace  Corps  was  founded  under 
President  Kennedy  and  its  first  Director,  Sargent  Shriver.  The 
Peace  Corps  then  grew  through  the  1960's  and  1970's  but  really 
came  to  the  cross  roads  in  the  1980's.  I  want  to  make  a  special  note 
for  the  longest  serving  Peace  Corps  Director,  Ms.  Loret  Ruppe, 
whose  energy,  drive  and  dedication  set  the  Peace  Corps'  goal  that 
we  still  support  today:  10,000  volunteers  by  the  year  2000.  Loret, 
as  we  know,  is  now  struggling  with  cancer  but  her  mission  and  her 
impact  on  the  Corps  is  still  felt  strongly  today.  As  Loret  used  to 
say,  "Peace  Corps  volunteers  are  working  today  to  help  the  African 
farmer  and  HER  husband  ..." 

Earlier  this  week,  we  debated  a  highly  controversial  State  De- 
partment bill  on  the  House  floor.  One  provision  of  that  bill  we 
could  all  support  was  the  funding  levels  for  the  Peace  Corps.  The 
House  conferees  and  especially  former  Peace  Corps  Director,  Sen. 
Paul  Coverdell  of  Oeorgia,  joined  together  to  ensure  funding  for  the 
Peace  Corps,  even  in  these  tough  budgetary  times.  Under  its  new 
Director,  Mark  Oeran,  I  think  this  Congress  is  expecting  a  lot  from 
the  Peace  Corps  in  its  next  35  years. 

The  distinguished  ranking  member  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton, is  recognized. 
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Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  again  commend  you  for  putting 
this  resolution  forward,  which  honors  the  achievements  and  the 
contributions  of  the  Peace  Corps.  It  is  basically  a  commemorative 
resolution.  I  fully  support  it. 

I  also  want  to  note  that  I  think  it  is  being  co-sponsored  by  all 
of  the  members  of  the  House  who  are  former  Peace  Corps  volun- 
teers, Mr.  Farr,  Mr.  Hall,  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Walsh,  Mr.  Petri  and  Mr, 
Shays.  It  is  a  worthy  initiative  on  their  part  and  I  commend  it. 

Over  140,000  volunteers  have  served  in  128  countries  since  the 
inception  of  the  Peace  Corps  in  1961.  The  Peace  Corps  commands 
very  broad  bipartisan  support.  It  is  one  of  the  most  cost  effective 
means  we  have  of  spreading  American  good  will  and  know-how 
across  the  world.  The  resolution  is  entirely  appropriate  and  I  urge 
its  adoption. 

Chairman  Giijvian.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Hamilton.  Anyone  else  seek- 
ing recognition?  Are  there  any  amendments?  If  there  are  no 
amendments  and  no  member  seeking  recognition,  the  vice  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  is  recognized 
to  offer  a  motion. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Chairman  or  his 
designee  be  requested  to  seek  consideration  of  H.  J.  Res.  158  on  the 
suspension  calendar. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you.  The  question  is  now  on  the  mo- 
tion. As  many  are  in  favor  of  the  motion  signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  OILMAN,  We  will  interrupt  a  moment.  Mr.  Houghton. 

Mr.  Houghton.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  just  like  to  make  a  com- 
ment if  I  could.  Would  it  be  all  right  before  the  vote? 

Chairman  Oilman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Houghton.  I  understand  where  people  are  coming  from.  I 
feel  what  China  is  doing  is  absolutely  wrong. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Mr.  Houghton,  this  is  on  the  Peace  Corps, 

Mr.  Houghton.  Can  you  what? 

Chairman  Oilman.  This  measure  is  on  the  Peace  Corps. 

Mr.  Houghton.  Oh,  I  am  sorry.  I  thought  we  were  getting  to  H, 
Con.  Res.  148. 

Chairman  Oilman.  That  is  the  next  measure. 

Mr.  Houghton.  Sorry,  OK 

Chairman  OILMAN.  As  many  as  are  in  favor  of  the  motion  signify 
by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  As  many  as  are  opposed,  say  no.  The  ayes  ap- 
pear to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have  it  and  the  motion  is  agreed  to. 

Further  proceedings  on  this  matter  are  postponed. 

[The  amendment  appears  4n  the  appendix.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  next  resolution  is  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 148  relating  to  Taiwan  which  was  introduced  by  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  California,  Mr.  Cox.  It  was  marked  up  by 
that  subcommittee  yesterday.  The  chair  lays  the  resolution  before 
the  committee.  The  clerk  will  designate  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  Clerk.  House  Concurrent  Resolution  148,  expressing  the 
sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States  is  committed  to  the 
miliary  stability  of  the  Taiwan  straits  and  the  U.S.  military  forces 
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should  defend  Taiwan  in  the  event  of  invasion,  missile  attack,  or 
blockade  by  the  People's  Republic  of  China. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  clerk  will  read  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  Clerk.  Whereas  the  United  States  began  its  long,  peaceful, 
and  friendly  relationship  with  the  Republic  of  China  on  Taiwan  in 
1949;  Whereas  since  the  enactment  in  1979  of  the  Taiwan  Rela- 
tions Act,  the  policy  of  the  United  States  has  been  based  on 

Chairman  GiLMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendments  to  the 
resolution  and  the  preamble  adopted  in  subcommittee  will  be 
agreed  to  en  bloc  and  considered  to  be  the  base  text  for  the  pur- 
poses of  amendment.  Without  objection,  the  resolution  thus  amend- 
ed will  be  considered  to  have  been  read  and  is  open  to  amendment 
at  any  point. 

The  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  Mr.  Bereuter,  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  colleagues.  Yesterday 
the  Subcommittee  on  Asia  and  the  Pacific  unanimously  endorsed 
H.  Con.  Res.  148,  introduced  by  Mr.  Cox  with  83  original  cospon- 
sors  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  including  this  member. 

The  resolution  addresses  the  highly  volatile  situation  in  the  Tai- 
wan strait  as  the  PRC  crudely  seeks  to  intimidate  the  people  of 
Taiwan  on  the  even  of  national  elections.  The  subcommittee  adopt- 
ed an  en  bloc  amendment  worked  out  with  the  assistance  and  con- 
currence of  Chairman  Oilman,  Mr.  Berman  and  the  leading  au- 
thors of  the  resolution. 

Our  amendment  made  some  minor  technical  corrections,  clarified 
some  language  from  the  original  resolution  and  modified  some  lan- 
guage for  the  purpose  of  internal  consistency  and  consistency  with 
the  language  in  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act. 

In  addition,  Mr.  Burton  offered  an  amendment  that  was  unani- 
mously adopted  by  the  subcommittee.  It  is  my  understanding,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  an  additional  amendment  is  likely  to  be  offered 
this  morning,  perhaps  by  this  member,  to  be  offered  in  responding 
to  remaining  concerns  of  the  Administration.  I  believe  we  have 
worked  it  out  with  all  of  the  interested  leading  cosponsors  of  the 
resolution,  including  the  original  cosponsor,  Mr.  Cox.  We  are  con- 
firming the  latter  right  now. 

I  would  like  to  thank  all  members  and  staff  who  worked  on  this 
resolution  in  the  cooperative  spirit  in  which  they  have  worked. 
Hopefully,  we  will  be  able  to  speak  on  this  urgent  matter  with 
something  approximating  a  common  voice. 

At  this  precarious  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  miscalculation  and  reck- 
lessness by  either  party  could  lead  to  a  catastrophe.  Many  in  Con- 
gress, Republicans  and  Democrats  alike,  were  concerned  that  the 
Administration's  initial  reaction  of  deliberate  and  calculated  ambi- 
guity did  not  convey  an  adequate  expression  of  U.S.  concern.  Many 
of  us  believe  it  is  necessary  to  send  an  unambiguous  signal  that  the 
United  States  would  not  sit  idly  by  were  Taiwan  to  be  attacked. 

The  recent  announcement  that  the  United  States  is  sending  a 
second  Navy  aircraft  carrier  group  to  join  the  one  already  in  the 
waters  near  Taiwan  is  an  important  demonstration  of  U.S.  intent. 
H.  Con.  Res.  148  seeks  to  add  some  clarity  and  consistency  in  our 
policy  vis-a-vis  Taiwan  security  and  Chinese  threats. 
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Let  me  emphasize  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  H.  Con.  Res.  148 
to  be  anti  People's  Republic  of  China  when  it  criticizes  Beijing's 
missile  test,  military  exercises  and  other  course  of  activities.  Nor 
does  the  resolution  offer  unequivocal  support  for  all  Taiwanese 
policies  or  actions.  The  United  States  is  not  seeking  to  create  new 
adversaries  where  none  need  exist  and  we  must  not  be  stampeded 
into  adopting  policies  that  are  contrary  to  the  U.S.  national  inter- 
est. 

Taiwan's  leaders  have  been  and  should  continue  to  be  very  care- 
ful about  such  statements.  In  lateral  actions  to  establish  an  inde- 
pendent Taiwan  in  which  the  Taiwan  leaders  consistently  claim 
they  are  not  seeking  would  be  extremely  dangerous  and  it  would 
be  mconsistent  with  the  policies  of  five  successive  U.S.  administra- 
tions from  both  political  policies. 

The  purpose  of  H.  Con.  Res.  148  is  simply  to  make  very  clear  to 
Beijing  that  the  United  States  is  committed,  consistent  with  the 
Taiwan  Relations  Act,  to  assist  in  the  defense  of  Taiwan  in  the 
event  of  invasion,  attack  or  blockade.  It  is  hoped  that  this  resolu- 
tion will  have  a  salutary  deterrent  effect  by  sending  a  clear  and  un- 
equivocal expression  of  support  for  the  peaceful  resolution  of  Tai- 
wan status,  something  both  sides  support  and  reaffirming  our  re- 
jection of  any  attempt  to  resolve  the  issue  through  the  use  of  force. 

I  would  urge  my  colleagues  on  the  committee  to  support  H.  Con. 
Res.  148. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Bereuter,  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton,  Mr.  Chairman,  before  I  make  my  remarks,  I 
would  like  to  have  the  Administration  comment  on  this  resolution. 
And  after  they  comment,  I  may  have  a  question  or  two  for  them. 
I  guess  the  basic  question  is,  do  you  support  the  resolution? 

Chairman  Oilman.  Would  you  please  identify  yourself? 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  Dean  Curran,  Deputy  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Legislative  Affairs.  I  am  also  accompanied  by 
Howard  Lange  who  is  the  director  of  the  Taiwan  Coordination  Staff 
at  the  State  Department. 

To  answer  Mr.  Hamilton's  question,  the  Administration  cannot 
support  the  resolution  in  its  present  form,  since  in  our  view,  de- 
spite a  number  of  improvements  that  have  been  made  in  the  reso- 
lution over  the  last  couple  of  days,  it  still  in  some  cases  departs 
from  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  which  forms  the  basis  of  U.S.  policy 
regarding  Taiwan's  security. 

I  would  note  that  this  committee  when  it  reported  on  the  Taiwan 
Relations  Act  in  1975  stated  "What  would  be  appropriate  action  in- 
cluding possible  use  of  force  in  Taiwan's  defense  would  depend  on 
the  specific  circumstances."  The  committee  does  not  attempt  to 
specify  in  advance  what  the  particular  circumstances  or  response 
might  be.  The  Administration  has  stated  in  response  to  current 
events  that  g^ave  consequences  would  flow  from  a  use  of  force 
against  Taiwan  and  we  have  spelled  out  our  determination  to  see 
the  people  of  Taiwan  free  to  determine  their  future  in  a  peaceful 
way.  But  the  Administration  does  not  believe  being  more  precise  in 
advance  about  hypothetical  scenarios,  which  we  believe  this  resolu- 
tion does,  is  a  useful  approach. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  May  I  ask  a  question?  Let  me  be  very  clear.  You 
said  you  do  not  support  the  resolution.  You  oppose  the  resolution. 
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Mr.  CURRAN.  We  do  not  support  the  resolution,  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Well,  what  is  the  difference?  Are  you  unwilling 
to  say  you  oppose  the  resolution? 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  We  do  not  support  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  That  is  where  you  are. 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,  if  I  understand  policy  with  respect  to  our 
commitments  or  obligations  to  Taiwan,  under  American  policy  as 
it  has  existed  for  a  good  many  years,  we  have  no  commitment  to 
come  to  Taiwan's  assistance  in  case  of  military  threats  or  attacks 
by  the  PRC.  Is  that  a  correct  statement? 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  Mr.  Hamilton,  I  cannot  engage  with  you  in  a  col- 
loquy on  the  precise  nature  of  U.S.  policy.  Assistant  Secretary  Lord 
will  be  briefing  the  House  at  12:30  p.m.  on  the  situation  in  the 
Strait.  He  will  be  able  to  address  that  question  more  authori- 
tatively than  I.  He  is  also  testifying 

Mr,  Hamilton.  Well,  unfortunately  I  have  got  to  address  it  right 
now.  Can't  you  help  me? 

Mr.  Curran.  Our  policy  is  based  on  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Is  there  anything  in  that  Act  that  requires  us  to 
come  to  Taiwan's  assistance  in  the  case  of  military  threats  or  at- 
tacks by  the  PRC? 

Chairman  Oilman.  Will  the  gentleman  who  is  accompanying  you, 
Mr.  Curran,  join  us  at  the  table  please?  Could  you  identify  your- 
self? 

Mr.  Lange.  My  name  is  Howard  Lange.  I  am  Director  of  the  Tai- 
wan Coordination  Staff  at  the  State  Department.  I  am  sorry,  the 
question,  sir 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Is  there  anything  in  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act 
that  requires  the  United  States  to  come  to  Taiwan's  assistance  in 
case  of  military  threats  or  attacks  by  the  PRC  against  Taiwan? 

Mr.  Lange.  Sir,  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  requires  that  in  case 
of  a  threat  to  Taiwan's  security,  that  this  threat  will  be  reported 
to  the  Congress  and  appropriate  action  will  be  discussed  with  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  That  is  not  completely  responsive  to  my  question. 
I  understand  where  you  are  coming  from  and  I  appreciate  that  this 
is  an  extremely  delicate  matter.  We  have  a  resolution  in  front  of 
us  here.  And  the  key  or  one  of  the  key  aspects  of  it  says  that  the 
United  States  should  assist,  I  am  skipping  some  language  but  you 
are  familiar  with  the  resolution,  in  defending  them,  Taiwan, 
against  invasion,  missile  attack  or  blockade  by  the  People's  Repub- 
lic of  China. 

Now,  that  language,  as  I  understand  it,  goes  considerably  beyond 
any  commitment  in  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  am  I  correct  about 
that? 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  certainly  does  not 
contain  any  positive  statement  about  our  assistance  in  case  of  an 
attack  on  Taiwan,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Lange.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  All  it  says  is  that  we  will  consider  any  effort  to 
determine  the  future  of  Taiwan  by  other  than  peaceful  means  a 
grave  concern  to  the  United  States.  And  we  promise,  as  we  have 
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done,  to  make  available  to  Taiwan  defense  articles  and  defense 
services  to  enable  Taiwan  to  maintain  a  sufficient  self-defense  ca- 
pability, is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  So  this  resolution,  then,  considerably  changes  the 
policy  of  the  United  States  as  it  has  existed  for  decades.  Is  that  a 
correct  statement? 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir.  It  does  go  beyond  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And,  of  course,  there  is  nothing  in  the  resolution 
at  all  that  states  the  one-China  policy — well,  I  take  that  back.  I 
guess  Section  8  does  state  part  of  the  one-China  formula. 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  But  I  understand  there  is  an  amendment  pend- 
ing to  strike  Section  8.  So  if  that  amendment  succeeds,  as  I  pre- 
sume it  may,  then  you  would  have  nothing  in  this  resolution  which 
states  the  core  of  our  policy  which  is  the  one-China  policy. 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  With  respect  to  Section  8,  is  the  resolution 
strengthened  or  weakened  by  dropping  that  section? 

Mr.  Lange.  If  the  section  were  to  be  dropped,  would  it  be 
strengthened? 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Yes.  In  other  words,  does  it  improve  the  resolu- 
tion or  not  to  drop  that  section,  from  your  standpoint? 

Mr.  Lange.  Section  8  is  a  partial  expression  as  you  have  said  of 
our  one-China  policy.  To  the  extent  that  it  is  partial,  it  is  less  than 
ideal.  But  to  the  extent  that  it  does  partially  express  the  one-China 
policy,  it  would  be  an  improvement. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,  it  says  in  Section  8,  that  by  the  adoption 
of  the  resolution,  we  are  not  pursuing  a  policy  of  an  independent 
Taiwan.  We  have  never  supported  an  independent  Taiwan  as  I  un- 
derstand our  policy.  And  the  resolution  is  also  not  advocating  a  pol- 
icy of  "one-China,  one-Taiwan"  or  a  two-China  policy?  The  resolu- 
tion is  a  correct  statement,  but  not  a  complete  statement  of  our 
one-China  policy.  What  is  missing? 

Mr.  Lange.  Sir,  if  I  could  just  review  the  elements  of  our  one- 
China  policy.  It  is  that  the  government  of  the  United  States  recog- 
nizes the  government  of  the  People's  Republic  of  China  as  the  sole 
government  of  China.  That  is  one  important  element.  It  acknowl- 
edges the  Chinese  position,  that  there  is  but  one  China  and  Taiwan 
is  a  part  of  China. 

In  1982,  we  assured  the  People's  Republic  of  China  that  we  have 
no  intention  of  pursuing  a  policy  of  two  Chinas  or  one  China,  one 
Taiwan.  We  maintain  as  you  know,  sir,  an  unofficial  relationship 
with  the  people  of  Taiwan,  and  we  have  consistently  held  that  reso- 
lution of  the  Taiwan  issue  is  a  matter  to  be  worked  out  peacefully 
by  the  Chinese  themselves. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  The  present  government  of  Taiwan  does  not  favor 
independence. 

Mr.  Lange.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  It  supports  a  one-China  policy. 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  it  does. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  it  supports  the  idea  of  eventual  reunifica- 
tion. 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Hamilton.  But  that  reunification  should  come  about  by 
peaceful  means.  That  is  a  correct  statement  of  the  present  policy 
of  Taiwan.  That  is  also  the  policy  of  the  People's  Republic,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  it  is  our  policy. 

Mr.  Lange.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  that  policy  has  been  in  effect  for  how  many 
years? 

Mr.  Lange.  Since  1979,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  All  right.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  speak  on  this 
resolution  at  a  later  time,  but  I  will  yield  at  this  point. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you. 

Mr,  Hamilton.  I  thank  the  Chairman.  Mr.  Bereuter, 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  While  the  representa- 
tives of  the  State  Department  are  at  the  desk,  I  would  ask  them 
if  they  have  seen  a  copy  or  have  before  them  a  copy  of  a  proposed 
amendment  as  yet  unsigned  which  would  address  some  of  the  is- 
sues that  were  discussed  with  the  State  Department  in  the  last  24 
hours.  Mr.  Curran,  is  that  available  to  you  in  front  of  you? 

Mr.  Curran.  No,  I  do  not  think  we — that  would  be  the  en  bloc 
amendment? 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Yes. 

Mr.  Curran.  I  am  not  sure  we  have  it. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  I  am  wondering  if  this  addresses  any  of  the  con- 
cerns of  the  State  Department.  If  so,  does  it  alter  its  position  on 
the  amendment  if  it  were  to  be  adopted?  On  the  resolution,  if  the 
amendment  were  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Curran.  We  recognize  that  a  number  of  improvements,  in- 
deed some  that  we  have  specifically  requested,  have  been  made  by 
the  proposed  en  bloc  amendment.  But  it  does  not  address  the  fun- 
damental concern  that  I  expressed  which  goes  to  paragraph  seven 
in  the  resolved  clauses. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  All  right.  Thank  you.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  pro- 
ceed at  your  pleasure.  Would  you  like  to  have  a  general  debate  be- 
fore we  adopt  this  amendment  or  what  is  your  pleasure? 

Chairman  Oilman.  I  think  it  would  be  appropriate  to  have  a  gen- 
eral debate  at  this  point.  Mr.  Torricelli. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  might  have  an  opportunity 
then  to  offer  this  amendment  first  when  the  amendments  are 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  gentleman's  right  is  reserved. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Mr.  Torricelli. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman  very  much.  First,  let 
me  state  my — you  asked  me  to  yield,  Mr.  Roth? 

Mr.  Roth.  No,  I  was  going  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  the  State 
Department  a  question. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  If  vou  would  also  remain,  Mr.  Roth,  for  my  re- 
marks. Let  me  begin  by  stating  my  rather  profound  regrets.  There 
is  an  attempt  in  this  committee  to  provide  a  statement  of  policy 
that  would  be  unambiguous,  bipartisan  and  strong.  On  a  complex 
issue,  no  doubt  we  would  find  some  reasons  why  we  would  ap- 
proach things  slightly  differently. 

One  would  assume  given  the  gravity  of  the  situation,  however, 
that  the  State  Department  representatives  of  the  Administration 
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would  have  come  into  this  room  with  those  reservations,  but  hav- 
ing joined  with  us  in  making  clear  given  the  overriding  need  to 
make  self-evident  to  the  People's  Republic  of  China  the  dangers  of 
the  pursuing  current  policy,  it  is  to  my  profound  regret  that  despite 
good  bipartisan  intentions  of  this  committee,  that  opportunity  is 
being  squandered  needlessly. 

This  conversation  you  just  had  with  Mr.  Hamilton  is  actually 
quite  extraordinary.  You  responded  to  a  resolution  that  is  not  be- 
fore the  committee.  Paragraph  seven  said  the  United  States  should 
assist  in  defending  against  invasion.  It  does  not  say  will,  does  not 
say  must,  does  not  say  is  committed  to.  It  should.  I  think  I  should. 
My  guess  is  the  President  thinks  it  probably  should.  It  does  not 
mean  we  will. 

And  yet,  you  answer  the  question  the  United  States  is  commit- 
ting itself  to  a  course  of  policy.  We  are  not  committing  ourselves. 
We  are  making  clear  to  the  People's  Republic  of  China  that  if  they 
pursue  a  certain  policy,  they  must  factor  in  a  certain  American  re- 
sponse. That  is  what  we  are  trying  to  do.  And  you  just  undermined 
it. 

Paragraph  seven  is  not  what  you  said  it  is.  It  said  we  should.  We 
mi^ht.  You  said  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act. 
It  is  not  at  all  inconsistent  with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act.  The 
United  States  in  the  act  reserves  the  quantity  and  quality  of  mili- 
tary assistance  we  give  to  Taiwan.  It  is  implicit,  indeed  it  is  ex- 
plicit, that  peaceful  means  will  be  pursued  in  Chinese  policy.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  equally  clear  that  if  the  Chinese  reject  peaceful  means, 
the  United  States  is  under  no  further  obligations  under  the  Act. 
We  can  pursue  our  own  changes. 

So  far,  I  do  not  see  the  inconsistency.  In  Section  8,  as  you  know 
there  is  a  bipartisan  amendment  that  is  going  to  be  offered,  Mr. 
Rohrabacher,  I  believe  with  the  support  of  Mr.  Burton,  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  we  are  going  to  remove  paragraph 
eight  because  we  are  not  trying  to  change  any  policy.  We  want  to 
remain  consistent. 

Before  this  debate  goes  further  and  a  vote  is  held,  I  simply  want 
to  urge  the  Administration  return  to  what  is  a  good  faith  effort 
which  I  will  repeat.  Consistent  with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  pre- 
serving all  options  by  the  Administration,  making  clear  one  of 
those  options  unmistakably  involves  the  possible  defense  of  Tai- 
wan. That  is  more  subtle  in  its  tone  than  sending  two  aircraft  car- 
riers to  the  Taiwan  straits. 

We  are  attempting  to  be  in  conformity  with  what  the  Administra- 
tion is  doing.  Lest  tnere  be  any  other  message  out  of  this  hearing 
today,  I  trust  before  we  leave  this  room,  after  we  have  had  a  good 
bipartisan  vote  and  a  good  debate,  the  Administration  will  make 
clear  to  our  friends,  potential  friends,  in  Beijing  that  that  is  exactly 
what  it  is  we  are  doing  here  today.  I  will  yield  if  you  would  like 
to  respond. 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  Mr.  Torricelli,  I  certainly  did  not  want  to  contribute 
to  any  ambiguity  about  what  the  message  is.  You  are  right.  It 
should  be  an  unambiguous  message.  The  resolution  has  many  very 
positive  aspects  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  All  right.  Let  us  return  to  the  central  element. 
Where  is  this — ^you  tell  me  the  words  that  are  now  inconsistent 
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with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  or  current  Administration  policy. 
Not  your  general  view.  Tell  me  the  word  that  is  inconsistent. 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  It  is  in  paragraph  seven,  "should  assist  in  the  de- 
fense  " 

Mr.  ToRRiCELLl.  Should  assist. 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  I  understand,  Mr.  Torricelli,  that  it  is  the  expres- 
sion of  the  sense  of  the  Congress,  but  to  ask  the  Administration  to 
specifically  endorse  or  to  specifically  support  that  language,  lan- 
guage it  has  not  done  in  the  past  and  is  not  in  the  Taiwan  Rela- 
tions Act 

Mr.  Torricelli.  Does  the  word  should  imply  to  you  that  there 
is  an  absolute  decision  or  commitment  of  the  United  States  to  do 
so? 

Mr.  CURRAN.  No. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  It  is  ambiguous.  Is  it  ambiguous? 

Mr.  CuRRAN.  Yes.  Should. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  Is  current  Administration  policy  ambiguous? 

Mr.  Curran.  Current  Administration  policy  is  the  Taiwan  Rela- 
tions Act. 

Mr,  Torricelli.  And  is  that  ambiguous  in  whether  or  not  we 
would  use  military  means  to  go  that  way? 

Mr.  Curran.  It  does  not  go  so  far  to  say  should  assist  in  the  de- 
fense. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  Is  it  currently  ambiguous? 

Mr.  Curran.  The  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  yes.  It  is  not  precise. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  Is  this  ambiguous? 

Mr.  Curran.  In  a  different  way  it  is. 

Mr.  Torricelli.  I  think  I  made  my  point. 

Mr.  AcKERMAN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Torricelli.  I  think  I  am  out  of  time. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  gentleman's  time  has  expired.  Mr.  Roth. 

Mr.  AcKERMAN.  Mr.  Roth,  will  you  yield  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  Roth.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  be  happy  to  yield. 
When  I  came  into  the  room  this  morning,  I  had  my  mind  pretty 
well  made  up  on  this  resolution.  But  there  has  been  so  much  back 
and  forth  that  I  am  not  clear  exactly  where  we  stand. 

Let  me  ask  a  straightforward  question:  under  any  provision  of 
law  or  any  treaty  or  agreement,  is  the  United  States,  today,  legally 
committed  to  defend  Taiwan?  That  is  all  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Lance.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Roth.  We  are  not. 

Mr.  Lange.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  AcKERMAN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Roth.  I  will  be  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  AcKERMAN.  Thank  you.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  if  most 
members  are  aware,  but  we  have  the  privilege  today  of  being  joined 
by  the  former  chairman  of  the  Asia  Subcommittee  three  or  four 
times  removed  from  Mr.  Bereuter  who  happens  to  be  the  author  of 
the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  carries  a  copy  of  it  with  him  at  all  times. 
And  I  would  like  to  hear  from  him  if  it  is  OK  with  you,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, to  ask  former  Chairman  Lester  Wolf  to  try  to  sort  this  out 
for  us  and  to  approach  the  witness  table. 
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Chairman  GiLMAN.  Mr.  Wolf,  former  Congressman  Wolf,  was  the 
author  of  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act.  Please  identify  yourself  for  the 
record. 

Mr.  Wolf,  I  am  Lester  Wolf,  former  member  of  this  committee 
and  former  chairman  of  the  Asia  Pacific  Subcommittee.  And  al- 
though I  was  not  the  total  author  of  this  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  I 
was  one  of  the  coauthors  of  the  act. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Mr.  Ackerman,  vour  question. 

Mr.  Ackerman.  Yes.  Chairman  Wolf,  would  you  trv  to  shed  some 
light  on  the  confusion  that  seems  to  be  reigning  here: 

Mr.  Wolf.  I  would  like  to  refer  to  Section  2,  the  Section  B  of  that 
act.  It  says  very  clearly  that  to  declare  that  peace  and  stability  in 
the  area  are  in  the  political  security  and  economic  interest  of  the 
United  States  in  matters  of  international  concern.  It  also  says  in 
the  act  to  consider  any  effort  to  determine  the  future  of  Taiwan  by 
other  than  peaceful  means  including  boycotts,  embargoes,  a  threat 
to  the  peace  and  security  of  the  Western  Pacific  area  and  of  grave 
concern  to  the  United  States. 

And  further  that  the  President  is  directed  to  inform  the  Congress 
promptly  of  any  threat  to  the  security  or  the  social  or  economic  sys- 
tem of  the  people  of  Taiwan  and  any  danger  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  arising  therefrom.  The  President  and  the  Congress 
shall  determine  in  accordance  with  its  constitutional  processes  ap- 
propriate action  by  the  United  States  in  response  to  any  such  dan- 
ger. 

Mr.  Gejdenson.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Is  Mr.  Ackerman  yielding? 

Mr.  Ackerman.  Well,  it  is  Mr.  Roth's  time.  I  think  Mr.  Roth  was 
finished. 

Mr.  Roth.  I  will  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time,  Mr.  Chair- 
man. 

Mr.  Oejdenson.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  that  anyone 
who  is  watching  these  proceedings  should  not  be  misled  in  any  way 
that  the  Congress,  the  Administration  and  the  American  people  are 
strongly  committed  to  a  proposition  that  would  resist  the  Chinese 
in  these  continued  attempts  to  intimidate  free  elections  in  Taiwan. 
We  have  a  greater  commitment  to  Taiwan's  fi-eedom  than  frankly 
we  had  to  Saudi  Arabia's  or  Kuwait's  freedom,  legal  or  otherwise. 

We  have  a  country  in  Mainland  China,  the  People's  Republic  of 
China  that  continues  to  violate  human  rights  from  Tibet  to  every 
other  part  of  its  regions.  It  continues  to  be  extremely  active  in  the 
proliferation  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction. 

It  is  outrageous  that  it  continues  to  attempt  to  use  a  show  of 
military  force  in  such  close  quarters  to  the  trade  routes  of  Taiwan 
to  try  to  intimidate  the  people  of  Taiwan  prior  to  their  elections. 
The  People's  Republic  of  China  I  think  tremendously  miscalculates 
the  world's  response  here.  I  am  one  who  believes  there  will  not  be 
a  military  confrontation,  but  I  believe  that  this  will  continue  and 
exacerbate  a  political  confrontation  between  the  United  States  and 
China. 

The  Chinese  Oovernment,  the  octogenarians  that  still  lead  that 
country,  refuse  to  recognize  the  progress  that  has  been  made  in  the 
world,  that  every  country  while  in  control  of  its  own  borders  has 
to  live  within  some  standard  of  human  rights  and  international  be- 
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havior.  The  Chinese  want  their  seat  at  the  United  Nations  and 
they  want  to  maintain  their  significant  role  there.  They  have  to 
start  behaving  Hke  a  modern  and  civiHzed  nation. 

Though  the  Chinese  people  are  old  and  civilized,  I  believe  their 
leadership  fails  to  meet  the  standards  of  a  modern  and  decent 
country.  In  its  own  country  it  continues  to  oppress  its  own  citizens. 
In  Taiwan  as  the  citizens  there  try  to  choose  their  own  local  leader- 
ship, the  Chinese  use  their  weapons  to  try  to  intimidate  them. 

Elsewhere  in  the  globe,  China  continues  to  profit  from  proliferat- 
ing weapons  of  mass  destruction.  This  is  no  role  for  a  great  power 
to  undertake.  It  is  something  that  will  seriously  harm  the  relations 
with  the  United  States.  And  while  there  may  be  some  debates  on 
the  wording  that  ought  to  be  in  this  piece  of  legislation  and  there 
may  be  some  interpretations  with  how  it  directly  effects  to  the  Tai- 
wan Relations  Act,  there  is  no  debate  in  this  country  as  far  as  an 
extreme  objection  to  what  the  Chinese  Government  is  doing.  Thank 
you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Gejdenson.  Mr.  Houghton. 

Mr.  Houghton.  Yes.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  just  like  to  express 
my  own  particular  views  on  this.  I  am  not  going  to  get  into  the 
legal  language,  whether  it  should  or  would  or  could.  I  am  not  going 
to  get  into  the  rightness  or  wrongness  of  what  the  Mainland  Chi- 
nese Grovernment  is  doing.  It  just  seems  to  me  that  there  are  times 
when  issues  ought  to  be  defused  rather  than  have  a  fine  point  put 
on  them.  And  I  think  this  is  one  time. 

The  Chinese  know  exactly  how  we  feel.  I  have  just  been  to  the 
Asia-Pacific  Parliamentary  Forum  meeting  in  Thailand.  I  have  met 
and  talked  with  members  of  the  Chinese  delegation.  They  know 
how  we  feel  about  this.  Certainly  the  signals  of  our  sending  war- 
ships are  there.  But  this  is  the  type  of  thing  which  will  raise  an- 
other headline,  put  them  in  the  defensive  position  and  in  terms  of 
sort  of  the  strategy  and  the  feelings  of  the  leadership,  will  force 
them  to  react  in  a  way  that  I  think  will  exacerbate  the  situation 
rather  than  defuse. 

So  I  think  that  this  is  wrong  at  this  particular  time  because  of 
the  recognition  of  how  Chinese  leaders  react  and  hopefully  it  will 
not  be  passed.  Thank  you,  very  much. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Houghton.  Mr.  Rose. 

Mr.  Rose.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  And  I  will  be  brief.  I  would 
like  to  ask  a  colleague  from  the  State  Department  if  he  would  come 
back  and  I  could  ask  him  just  one  question.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
United  States  has  reportedly  positioned  battleships  and  different 
other  war  weapons  in  the  straits  of  Taiwan.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  Lange.  It  is  correct  that  the  carrier  Independence  is  in  the 
vicinity  of  Taiwan. 

Mr.  Rose.  And  it  has  been  reported  this  morning  that  nuclear 
submarines  are  being  deployed  to  this  area  and  so  forth,  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Lange.  I  am  not  aware  of  that  sir. 

Mr.  Rose.  But  we  have  in  the  name  of  military  stability  in  the 
Taiwan  strait  at  this  point  put  an  aircraft  carrier  there,  is  that  cor- 
rect? 


20 

Mr.  Lange.  We  have  dispatched  an  aircraft  carrier  for  the  pur- 
pose of  observing  and  being  prepared  to  respond  to  any  contin- 
gency. 

Mr.  Rose.  Well,  that  could  lead  to  a  long  discussion.  But  I  just 
wanted  to  ask  if  it  was  changed  to  say  the  United  States  is  commit- 
ted to  military  stability  in  the  Taiwan  strait.  If  the  United  States 
should  locate  military  equipment  in  the  Taiwan  strait  necessary  to 
maintain  that  military  stability,  would  you  have  any  objections  to 
the  resolution?  I  am  asking  you  if  you  simply  say  in  the  resolution 
what  we  in  fact  have  done,  now  can  you  object  to  it?  How  can  the 
Administration  object? 

We  are  in  the  process  of  locating  military  equipment  in  the  Tai- 
wan £  trait  you  say  for  observation  purposes.  It  is  certainly  clear  to 
':*verybody  that  the  purpose  is  to  maintain  military  stability  in  the 
Taiwan  strait.  Why  cannot  the  right  and  the  left  hand  of  our  gov- 
ernment agree  so  that  we  can  pass  a  resolution  as  Mr.  Torricelli 
said  that  sends  a  clear  message? 

Mr.  Lange.  Mr.  Rose,  it  may  be  possible  to  find  language  that 
would  accomplish  what  you  are  talking  about.  I  cannot  respond 
though  in  this  way  to  say  yes  or  no.  It  may  be  possible  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Rose.  Thank  you,  very  much.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  strongly  sup- 
port this  resolution  and  plan  to  vote  for  it  and  encourage  my  col- 
leagues to  do  the  same.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  Chair  had  asked  for  opportunity  to  offer  his 
amendment  first.  But  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  Mr.  Burton,  has 
asked  for  the  opportunity  to  file  an  amendment  at  this  point.  The 
gentleman  is  recognized  to  make  a  motion  for  an  amendment. 

Mr.  Burton.  May  I  make  a  brief  statement  first,  Mr.  Chairman? 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  gentleman's  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Burton.  First  of  all,  I  want  to  apologize  for  going  out  of 
order  as  far  as  my  amendments  are  concerned.  I  have  got  to  go  to 
the  doctor.  I  have  a  pulled  muscle.  I  know  nobody  cares,  but  I  do. 

Mr.  Ackerman.  We  care.  We  care. 

Mr.  Burton.  I  love  my  colleagues.  I  love  it. 

Mr.  Ackerman.  By  a  vote  of  17  to  15  we  care. 

Mr.  Burton.  I  am  sorry  I  said  anything.  Let  me  say  that  I  agree 
with  Mr.  Torricelli.  I  think  that  this  bill  is  sufficiently  ambiguous 
to  not  put  the  United  States  in  a  position  to  having  to  go  to  war 
with  China  or  not  to  go  to  war  with  China.  But  one  thing  that  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  my  opinion  is  that  China  not  know  what 
we  are  going  to  do. 

I  remember  when  we  were  about  to  go  to  war  with  Saddam  Hus- 
sein. ITiere  was  a  question  about  whether  or  not  we  were  going  to 
use  tactical  nuclear  weapons.  The  Administration  said  we  were  not 
and  then  later  on  they  recanted  and  said,  "Well,  maybe  we  will." 
And  the  reason  they  said  that  was  because  they  did  not  want  Sad- 
dam Hussein  to  know  that  we  would  not  because  that  might  en- 
courage him  to  use  chemical  or  biological  weapons. 

HasL;ein's  son-in-law,  who  has  now  been  murdered  by  Hussein's 
people,  when  he  left  and  went  to  Jordan,  said  the  one  thing  that 
kept  Saddam  Hussein  from  using  biological  or  chemical  weapons 
was  the  threat  of  tactical  nukes. 

So  sometimes  keeping  our  opponents  off  balance  does  have  a  real 
benefit.  In  this  particular  case,  for  China  to  know  that  we  may  use 
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military  force  to  protect  our  Taiwanese  friends  is  something  that 
should  be  very  clear  to  them  and  I  think  this  resolution  does  that 
and  I  thank  Mr.  Torricelli  for  his  remarks. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Burton.  In  just  a  minute.  I  do  not  have  much  time.  I  have 
to  introduce  a  resolution.  But  let  me  just  say  this.  There  is  a  lot 
more  at  stake  here  with  China  than  just  this  relationship  with  Tai- 
wan. Taiwan  is  one  of  their  biggest  trading  partners.  The  United 
States  is  their  biggest  trading  partner.  MFW  is  coming  up  before 
long. 

And  it  seems  to  me  insane  for  China  to  be  risking  all  of  that  by 
the  actions  they  are  taking  right  now.  One  errant  missile  going  off 
course  and  hitting  Kaohsiung  could  cause  them  irreparable  damage 
as  far  as  their  economy  is  concerned. 

So  I  would  just  like  to  say  if  anybody  in  the  Chinese  Government 
is  listening,  tnis  is  crazy.  You  have  got  to  cut  this  activity  out  be- 
cause it  is  not  to  your  benefit  in  any  way. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  allowing  me  to  propose  my 
amendment.  I  propose  that  we  remove  the  questionable  language 
in  Section  8  which  I  put  in  yesterday  because  I  do  believe  that  it 
does  cause  some  consternation  from  some  members. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Does  the  gentleman  have  an  amendment  at  the 
desk? 

Mr.  Burton.  Yes,  we  have  an  amendment  I  believe. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk.  Amendment  to  the  committee  on  H.  Con.  Res.  148 
offered  by  Mr.  Burton,  page  six,  line  14  add  "and"  after  the  semi- 
colon. Page  six,  line  21,  strike  "semicolon  and"  insert  a  period.  Page 
six,  strike  lines  22  through  24.  In  the  long  title,  strike 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Without  objection,  the  amendment  is  considered 
as  read. 

Mr.  Salmon.  Mr,  Chairman,  may  I  be  recognized  on  this  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  Bereuter.  I  beg  your  pardon? 

Mr.  Salmon.  May  I  be  recognized? 

Mr.  Bereuter.  You  certainly  mav. 

Mr.  Burton.  I  also  want  to,  if  I  have  the  time,  yield  to  Mr. 
Torricelli 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Burton  has  the  time  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  Burton.  Mr.  Torricelli  is  the  author  of  the  same  amend.  So 
we  will  be  co  authors  of  this  amendment  if  that  is  in  order. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  5  minutes  to 
speak  on  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Burton.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  What  this  does  is  do 
away  with  the  language  which  we  are  talking  about  on  page  six, 
lines  22  through  24.  And  then  changing  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  bill  right  under  the  current  resolution  where  it  says  Taiwan  to 
the  Republic  of  China  on  Taiwan.  The  reason  for  that  is  if  we  use 
Republic  of  China  on  Taiwan,  the  name  preferred  by  the  majority 
of  people  on  the  island  in  the  opening  title  of  this  resolution,  we 
eliminate  any  chance  that  this  resolution  could  in  any  way  be  in- 
terpreted as  in  favor  of  Taiwan  independence.  And  that  was  the 
purpose  of  Section  8  in  the  first  place.  And  with  that  I  will  be 
happy  to  yield  to  my  colleague,  Mr,  Torricelli. 
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Mr.  TORRICELLI.  Thank  you,  very  much,  Mr.  Burton  and  Mr. 
Chairman.  Mr.  Burton's  amendment  in  which  I  join  him  in  offering 
is  also  joined  by  Mr.  Rohrabacher  who  has  asked  to  be  identified 
with  it  and  Chairman  Oilman  who  has  also  lent  his  support.  It  is 
an  attempt  to  make  this  resolution  genuinely  bipartisan  and  to  re- 
move any  elements  internally  in  this  committee  that  people  might 
object  to  for  reasons  that  should  not  be  central  to  the  debate.  This 
makes  the  resolution  fully  compatible  with  current  policy. 

As  I  think  I  demonstrated  in  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  there  is 
some  ambiguity  about  militarily  what  the  United  States  might  do 
if  Taiwan  is  attacked.  It  commits  us  clearly  to  review  what  we 
would  sell,  what  we  would  offer,  what  actions  we  might  make.  This 
resolution  does  the  same,  it  says  we  should  take  some  provisions. 

The  Chinese  are  lefl  with  an  element  of  doubt,  we  might,  we 
might  not  come  to  the  defense  of  Taiwan.  We  might  do  so  on  a  full 
scale  militarily,  we  may  not.  It  is  in  everv  way  consistent  with 
what  the  Administration  is  doing.  In  fact,  tney  have  sent  two  air- 
craft carrier  battle  groups  and  other  elements  in  the  U.S.  military, 
to  the  Taiwan  strait.  They  might.  I  believe  they  probably  would.  I 
believe  they  should  be  involved  in  defending  Taiwan  if  it  is  at- 
tacked. China  must  factor  that  into  the  equation. 

This  is  the  verbal  equivalent  of  what  the  Administration  has 
done,  in  fact.  It  is  consistent  with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act.  Mr. 
Burton  and  I  are  simply  removing  Section  8  because  Mr.  Hamilton 
demonstrated  it  does  cause  some  consternation  by  members  of  the 
committee.  That  is  fine.  We  want  everyone  together  on  this.  Be- 
cause our  ultimate  purpose  is  to  make  clear  to  the  People's  Repub- 
lic of  China  their  conduct  is  outrageous. 

It  is  consistent  with  the  prior  commitments.  The  United  States 
is  maintaining  all  options.  China  has  a  rapidly  growing  military. 
We  want  to  do  in  our  policy  today  what  we  faileaf  to  do  with  Sad- 
dam Hussein,  what  we  failed  to  do  when  Dean  Acheson  sent  the 
wrong  message  to  North  Korea.  It  would  be  a  tragedy  if  China  mis- 
calculated and  began  a  military  confrontation  in  the  mistaken  be- 
lief that  we  had  already  decided  against  a  military  option. 

And  so  I  think  and  I  hope  that  without  rancor  or  much  internal 
disag^-eement  we  can  send  the  strongest  possible  message  today. 
And  again,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  do  this  with  the  support  of  col- 
leagues, I  think,  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  and  I  appreciate  Mr. 
Burton  offering  this  amendment  in  his  usual  good  spirit  and 
thoughtfulness  in  attempting  a  bipartisan  effort  and  I  thank  him 
for  yielding  the  time. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  Chair  would  clarify  for  members  that  might 
have  some  confusion  about  the  amendment.  The  amendment  is 
drawn  to  the  committee  print  and  that  will  explain  the  discrepancy 
in  the  page  numbers.  I  recognize  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  who 
requested.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Saijvion.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  First  of  all,  I  would  like 
to  state  that  I  do  support  the  amendment.  Anything  that  will 
strengthen  the  bipartisan  support  for  this  bill  and  get  it  moving  is 
the  right  thing  to  do. 

Let  me  also  express  my  extreme  frustration  and  consternation 
with  the  Administration  and  its  posture  of  extreme  ambiguity.  I  am 
not  saying  that  ambiguity  is  not  a  good  thing  at  times,  but  I  think 
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the  extreme  ambiguity  that  has  been  adopted  by  this  Administra- 
tion, more  particularly  in  relationship  to  China  as  it  relates  to  Tai- 
wan, is  harmful  and  it  is  seen  as  weakness. 

And  frankly,  I  think  we  have  had  opportunity  after  opportunity 
to  assert  a  position  of  clarity  on  international  issues.  But  this  Ad- 
ministration has  failed  to  do  so.  Perhaps  if  this  Administration  had 
been  very,  very  clear  and  up  front  initially  on  our  relationship  in 
the  Bosnia  issue,  perhaps  we  would  not  have  ground  troops  there 
at  this  point  in  time. 

Perhaps  if  this  Administration  had  heeded  the  recommendations 
of  Congress  to  lift  the  arms  embargo  so  that  the  Bosnians  could  de- 
fend themselves,  we  would  not  have  ground  troops  in  harm's  way. 
Perhaps  if  the  Administration  had  supported  this  committee's 
strong  sanctions  against  Cuba,  the  situation  that  happened  a 
month  or  so  ago  with  the  downing  of  two  civilian  planes  would  not 
have  happened.  Perhaps  if  we  had  been  a  lot  more  clear  about 
what  we  would  do  if  certain  things  happened,  the  situation  in  Tai- 
wan would  not  be  happening  now. 

I  think  most  of  us  recognize  and  understand  that  a  lot  of  this 
was  probably  escalated  when  Lee  Teng-hui  visited  the  United 
States  to  speak  at  his  alma  mater.  I  think  that  this  Administration 
could  have  explained  very,  very  clearly  to  the  PRC  that  that  was 
not  an  official  visit,  that  ne  was  here  to  visit  his  alma  mater,  that 
he  was  here  to  speak  and  that  he  should  not  be  denied  the  oppor- 
tunity to  do  so. 

Several  of  us  met  yesterday  with  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs 
for  China.  I  was  very,  very  frustrated  and  angry  after  I  left  the 
meeting  because  I  believe  that  the  PRC  believes  that  whatever 
they  tell  us  to  do,  we  will  capitulate.  It  is  time  that  we  draw  some 
lines  in  the  sand  so  that  we  can  avert  a  problem.  We  have  heard 
the  phrase  peace  through  strength;  well,  it  is  time  that  we  be  very, 
very  clear  as  to  what  we  will  do  if  they  do  certain  things.  Now,  we 
do  not  have  to  spell  out  every  jot  and  tiddle  of  exactly  what  we 
would  do  militarily,  exactly  what  we  would  do  possibly  with  eco- 
nomic sanctions. 

But  this  is  a  good  faith  effort,  I  believe,  as  Mr.  Torricelli  said. 
It  is  a  good  faith  effort  simply  to  draw  a  line  in  the  sand  to  say 
that  we  should  protect  Taiwan  or  defend  Taiwan  in  the  event  that 
China  does  attack. 

Now,  that  to  me  is  peace  through  strength.  That  position  of  clar- 
ity will  avert  a  conflict.  The  reason  that  we  are  having  the  prob- 
lems that  we  are  having  is  because  we  have  stuck  our  head  in  the 
sand  and  we  tell  them  that  we  do  not  know  exactly  what  we  are 
going  to  do. 

Well,  that  is  weakness.  Let  us  stop  the  weakness.  Let  us  bring 
some  clarity  and  let  us  avert  a  crisis  like  so  many  other  crises  that 
we  could  have  averted  if  this  Administration  would  simply  say 
what  our  positions  are  and  stop  the  ambiguity.  Thank  you,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York,  Mr.  Ackerman,  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Ackerman.  Thank  you,  very  much,  Mr.  Chairman.  First,  let 
me  express  my  strong  support  and  concurrence  with  what  you  are 
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trying  to  do,  Mr.  Chairman,  especially  with  the  remarks  of  Mr. 
Torricelli  which  I  think  were  right  on  the  mark. 

This  is  U.S.  foreign  policy.  We  should  be  approaching  it  in  a  non- 
partisan fashion.  And  I  think  that  is  what  we  are  attempting  to  do. 
Concerning  the  Administration,  I  would  like  to  say  that  the  Chi- 
nese usually  read  the  actions  more  than  they  use  the  words.  And 
I  do  not  see  any  unambiguousness  in  what  the  Administration  is 
doing  and  what  we  are  saying  in  this  particular  resolution. 

We  have  a  carrier  group  that  has  been  placed  there  now.  We 
have  another  carrier  group  that  is  believed  to  be  speeding  on  its 
way.  The  Chinese  are  reading  this  very  carefully.  There  are  no 
missteps  by  this  Administration  that  I  can  see  as  somebody  who 
has  watched  this  region  very,  very  carefully. 

And  I  want  to  commend  the  Administration  for  not  raising  the 
rhetoric,  but  by  putting  out  all  of  the  right  signals,  strong  that  they 
are,  indicating  tnat — I  mean,  this  carrier  group  and  the  other  car- 
rier group  are  not  going  on  there  to  have  vacations  on  the  beach. 

The  Chinese  know  that  v6ry,  very  well  and  the  Administration 
is  to  be  congratulated  for  that  and  for  the  consultations  that  they 
have  carried  on  with  members  of  this  full  committee  and  members 
of  Mr.  Bereuter's  subcommittee,  and  I  want  to  thank  them  for  that. 

Second,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may,  former  Chairman  Wolf  has 
asked  me  to  make  sure  that  the  record  includes  the  fact  that 
among  his  distinguished  list  of  clients  for  whom  he  does  consulta- 
tion are  the  Taiwanese  and  without  objection  I  would  like  that  in- 
serted at  the  proper  place  in  his  introduction.  So  there  is  no  mis- 
take about  that. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Is  there  objection?  Without  objection. 

Mr.  ACKERMAN.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  bal- 
ance of  my  time. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  The  gentleman  from  California,  Mr.  Kim,  is  rec- 
ognized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Kim.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  want  to  keep 
pounding  the  same  issue  again  and  again,  but  I  am  having  trouble 
understanding  why  our  own  Administration  is  opposing  this  con- 
current resolution,  I  hope  you  change  your  mind. 

The  way  I  understand  it,  you  mentioned  the  resolution  is  based 
on  hypothetical  situations.  That  is  why  you  are  opposing  it.  I  am 
not  sure  that  is  really  a  fair  reason.  Right  now  I  understand  there 
are  actually  military  exercises  going  on  and  missiles  have  been 
shot.  There  is  an  apparent  military  threat.  I  do  not  see  how  that 
could  be  considered  a  hypothetical  situation. 

And  second,  our  subcommittee  passed  this  resolution  yesterday 
to  make  sure  that  there  was  a  clear  understanding  that  oy  adopt- 
ing this  resolution  we  are  not  pursuing  the  policy  of  an  independ- 
ent Taiwan  or  a  two-China  policy.  But  to  be  very  clear,  I  hope  that 
you  can  tell  us  precisely  what  language  you  are  having  trouble 
with  so  that  we  can  make  some  corrections  or  improvements.  With- 
out telling  us  specifically,  I  am  having  trouble  understanding  why 
your  Administration  is  opposing  this.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Kim.  The  gentleman  from  Amer- 
ican Samoa,  Mr.  Faleomavaega. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to 
ask  our  friend  from  the  State  Department  to  hear  some  couple  of 
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questions  I  would  like  to  raise  with  reference  to  the  amendment 
about  what  transpired  at  yesterday's  subcommittee  hearing. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Curran,  would  you  like  to  take  the  desk?  I 
know  that  you  are  looking  for  a  colleague  as  well.  He  will  be  wel- 
come to  come  if  he  arrives. 

Mr.  Curran.  Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Faleomavaega,  as  regards  the 
amendment  that  has  been  introduced  by  Mr.  Burton,  really  Mr. 
Lange  has  to  respond  to  that.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do  that.  Ex- 
cept to  say  that  we  would  have  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  express  my  real 
sense  of  disappointment  in  the  advent  of  our  taking  this  resolution 
before  the  subcommittee  yesterday.  I  believe  the  Honorable  Sec- 
retary was  there  yesterday  and  we  were  given  the  very  strong  im- 
pression that  before  even  discussing  the  gentleman  from  Indiana's 
amendment,  that  what  we  had  proposed  as  of  yesterday  with  the 
amendments  that  was  passed  yesterday  that  I  was  under  the 
strong  impression  that  the  Administration  had  no  objection  to  what 
was  passed  yesterday. 

Mr.  Curran.  What  was  said  at  the  subcommittee,  Mr. 
Faleomavaega,  was  that  on  the  amendment  from  Mr.  Burton  which 
became  paragraph  eight  of  the  resolved  clauses,  the  State  Depart- 
ment did  not  believe  that  it  altered  our  policy  in  any  way,  para- 
graph eight,  but  that  it  was  only  a  partial  statement  of  our  policy. 
And  we  were  only  asked  to  comment  on  the  Burton  amendment. 
We  made  no  comment  on  the  resolution  as  a  whole  yesterday.  We 
were  not  asked  to. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Well,  I  guess  we  have  some  problems  of 
communication.  In  adding  onto  all  this  sense  of  ambiguity,  could 
you  enlighten  this  member  as  to  what  exactly  the  strategic  ambigu- 
ity policy  that  the  Administration  has  toward  the  Taiwan  issue? 

Mr.  CTuRRAN.  It  is  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  the  same  policy  of 
the  past  several  administrations. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Strategic  ambiguity.  What  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  Curran.  That  we  will  not  say  in  aavance  what  we  would  do 
in  a  hypothetical  situation. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  And  the  feeling  of  the  Administration  now 
is  that  this  resolution  is  full  of  hypotheticals? 

Mr.  Curran.  The  feeling  of  tne  Administration  is  that  at  least 
in  paragraph  seven  it  goes  beyond  what  we  would  be  willing  to 
support  at  this  point  because  it  does  address  what  we  should  do 
in  a  hypothetical  situation. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  So  by  way  of  strategic  ambiguity,  we  have 
got  two  battle  groups  now  in  the  Taiwan  straits. 

Mr,  Curran.  Yes,  we  have  'two  carrier  battle  groups  that  are 
moving  in  response  to  recent  events.  That  is  correct.  But  we  have 
not  said  what  they  would  do  in  response  to  hypothetical  situations. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Thank  you.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman's  re- 
sponse. 

Mr.  Salmon.  Mr.  Faleomavaega,  would  you  yield  after  a  minute? 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  I  gladly  yield  to  my  friend  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  Salmon.  Thank  you.  I  know  that  a  month  or  so  ago  when 
the  problems  really  first  began,  we  sent  the  Nimitz  down  the  Tai- 
wan strait.  And  if  I  am  understanding  correctly,  at  least  according 
to  press  reports,  that  message  could  have  stood  on  its  own,  a  mes- 
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sage  of  strength,  taking  away  the  ambiguity.  Like  I  hope  we  are 
trying  to  do  with  the  current  situation  with  the  two  battle  carriers. 

But  the  reasons  that  were  given  from  the  Administration  for  the 
Nimitz  going  down  the  Strait  was  because  of  bad  weather  on  the 
other  side.  Now,  that  message  is  not  very  strong  and  it  is  not  very 
clear.  I  hope  we  are  not  going  to  give  a  message  in  the  next  few 
weeks  that  they  are  there  simply  to  go  on  vacation,  as  somebody 
else  suggested.  I  hope  that  we  let  the  message  stand  and  we  do  not 
make  excuses  or  change  our  story  the  next  day  like  we  did  with 
the  Nimitz. 

Mr.  Gejdenson.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  Faleomavaega.  I  will  gladly  yield  to  my  friend  from  Con- 
necticut. 

Mr.  Gejdenson.  You  know,  I  am  not  that  big  on  diplomatic  nice- 
ties and  sometimes  diplomatic  niceties  hide  the  true  message.  But 
I  think  that  the  Mainland  got  the  message  no  matter  what  tne  offi- 
cial stated  position  was.  And  that  is  not  a  bad  way  to  operate 
sometimes.  I  think  that  the  Administration  had  tried  not  to  exacer- 
bate the  situation  and  tried  not  to  be  confrontational. 

It  is  clear  that  the  Mainland  does  not  get  it.  They  believe  they 
can  operate  as  if  this  is  three  centuries  ago  and  send  war  ships  out 
every  time  there  is  a  policy  disagreement  in  the  region.  I  think  that 
between  what  is  happening  here  and  the  two  aircraft  carriers  no 
matter  what  the  verbiage  is  and  what  the  verbal  debates  are,  I 
think  the  Chinese  understand  the  situation. 

Mr.  Faleomavaega.  Reclaiming  my  time,  Mr.  Chairman.  On  be- 
half of  our  strategic  ambiguity  policy,  I  do  support  the  gentleman's 
amendment  and  his  resolution.  Thank  you. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you.  If  there  are  no  further  speakers 
or  amendments  where  the  question  is  now  on  the  Burton  Amend- 
ment. As  many  as  are  in  favor  signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Oilman.  As  many  as  opposed  say  no. 

A  voice.  No. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have 
it  and  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bereliter.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Mr.  Bereuter. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  an  amendment  at  the 
desk. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  clerk  will  read  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  considered  en 
bloc. 

The  Clerk.  En  bloc  amendment  to  the  committee  print  of  H. 
Con.  Res  148  offered  by  Mr.  Bereuter.  Page  two  in  the  fourth 
whereas  clause,  strike 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  the 
amendment  be  considered  as  read  and  that  I  may  be  recognized  to 
explain  it. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  amendment  will  be  considered  as  read. 
I  recognize  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  Mr.  Bereuter,  the  spon- 
sor of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Bereltter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. This  amendment  en  bloc  addresses  some  recommendations 
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from  Administration.  While  they  would  not  cause  them  to  support 
the  resolution,  I  believe  that  they  will  agree  and  already  have 
agreed  that  it  improves  it  in  an  accuracy  sense  and  perhaps  elimi- 
nates a  couple  of  problems.  I  will  briefly  mention  those.  There  are 
no  objections  from  Mr.  Cox,  the  original  cosponsor  of  the  resolution. 
It  has  the  support  of  all  parties  of  which  I  am  aware. 

First  of  all,  it  does  strike  two  whereas  clauses  which  have  always 
bothered  this  member.  While  we  have  changed  it  to  indicate  on  the 
original  form  that  there  were  reports  from  officials,  those  two 
whereas  clauses  reflect  the  understanding  of  a  conversation  that  a 
private  citizen,  Mr.  Charles  Friedman  received.  Now,  I  think  it 
would  be  appropriate  for  accuracy  reasons  just  to  delete  them  alto- 
gether. And  I  make  that  recommendation  in  offering  this  amend- 
ment. 

The  following  whereas  clause  which  relates  to  firing  of  missiles, 
the  Administration  properly  points  out  the  problem  is  not  firing 
missiles  across  international  waterways  which  we  do  ourselves. 
The  problem  is  firing  of  missiles  near  Taiwan  which  threatens  Tai- 
wan for  reasons  of  intimidation.  So  there  is  simple  change  in  that 
respect. 

The  second  to  the  last  whereas  clause  on  page  four,  a  very  small 
change  in  wording  there  to  reflect  the  accurate  words  of  the  Tai- 
wan Relations  Act,  strike  the  word  together,  insert  the  words  con- 
stitutional process.  And  finally,  on  page  five,  line  12,  strike  the 
word  diplomatic  because  the  People's  Republic  of  China  and  Tai- 
wan do  not  have  diplomatic  relations.  And  so  we  simply  eliminate 
that  adjective.  And  those  are  the  only  amendments  and  I  asked  my 
colleagues  to  support  it  because  I  think  it  makes  the  resolution  ac- 
curate and  it  does  not  cause  mischief  where  none  is  needed  or  in- 
tended. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Bereuter.  I  would  just  like  to 
remind  our  colleagues  we  are  near  a  final  vote  on  this.  If  you 
please  stand  by,  we  want  to  make  certain  we  have  a  quorum.  Mr. 
Rohrabacher. 

Mr.  Rohrabacher.  Thank  you,  very  much,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
would  just  like  to  congratulate  you.  I  am  sorry  that  I  am  chairing 
another  hearing  and  I  am  trying  to  participate  as  much  as  I  can 
because  this  issue  is  vital  to  the  security  of  our  country,  but  also 
vital  in  the  maintenance  of  peace. 

And  I  would  just  say  for  a  very  short  statement  that  I  would  like 
to  say  that  over  the  years  there  has  been  bloodshed  in  various 
parts  of  the  world  because  of  miscalculation.  Today  we  are  making 
sure  that  the  Communist  regime  on  the  mainland  will  not  mis- 
calculate the  will  of  the  American  people  and  the  will  of  Congress. 
If  it  uses  force  against  the  Republic  of  China  on  Taiwan,  it  will 
have  to  deal  with  the  military  force  of  the  United  States. 

That  is  the  position  of  Congress  and  I  congratulate  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  and  my  colleagues  in  this  unanimity  that  we  have  that 
we  are  going  to  avert  a  conflict  in  the  Taiwan  straits  by  making 
our  position  clear  to  the  potential  aggressor. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Rohrabacher.  Anyone  else 
seeking  recognition? 
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If  not,  as  many  as  in  favor  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Nebraska,  Mr.  Bereuter's,  in  favor  signify  by  saying 
aye. 

[Chorus  of  aves.J 

Chairman  Gilman.  Any  opposed  to  say  no.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  our  ranking  minority  member  have  any  comment? 
All  right.  The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have  it.  The 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Are  there  any  other  amendments?  Are  there  any  other  members 
seeking  recognition?  Mr.  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Thank  you,  very  much,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  just 
want  to  express  my  views  on  the  resolution  as  a  whole  and  I  apolo- 
gize for  not  being  here  during  much  of  the  debate.  My  plea  is  di- 
rected to  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  And  that  is  that  we  not  bring  this 
resolution  forward  at  a  moment  that  is  particularly  tense  in  East 
Asia.  I  think  the  timing  of  this  resolution,  therefore,  is  important 
to  focus  on. 

We  have  a  very  serious  situation  in  East  Asia.  Missiles  are  fly- 
ing. Sea  lanes  and  air  corridors  have  been  shut  down.  And  our 
friends  in  Taiwan  feel,  I  think  with  some  considerable  justification, 
that  they  are  being  bullied  and  coerced.  And  I  think  it  is  important 
for  us  to  say  that  China  is  responsible  for  the  tensions  that  now 
exist  in  that  region. 

Our  friends  in  Tokyo  and  elsewhere  throughout  the  region  are  as 
alarmed  as  we  are  by  China's  provocative  actions,  but  they  are  also 
worried  about  our  reaction.  And  so  I  think  the  time  now  is  for  quiet 
diplomacy  and  for  restraint  and  not  for  an  action  that  will  escalate 
tensions.  I  hope  very  much  that  the  leadership  will  determine  not 
to  bring  this  resolution  forward  immediately.  Let  this  immediate 
dust  up  in  East  Asia  calm  down  a  little  bit  before  we  throw  this 
resolution  onto  the  floor  of  the  House.  That  is  the  first  point. 

The  second  point  is  that  I  believe  that  this  resolution  is  going  to 
add  confusion  to  our  China  policy.  It  creates  a  gap  between  the  way 
the  Congress  articulates  China  policy  and  the  way  the  Administra- 
tion articulates  China  policy.  And  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  good  not 
to  have  unity  in  the  way  we  articulate  that  policy. 

As  I  understand  this  resolution,  it  goes  oeyond  what  American 
policy  has  been  for  several  decades  on  the  point  of  assistance  to 
Taiwan.  And  we  really  have  to  think  seriously  about  that  because 
the  policy  that  we  have  had  for  several  decades  under  Republican 
and  Democratic  administrations  has  served  the  region  well.  It  has 
served  Taiwan  well.  Taiwan  has  prospered  under  this  policy  and  so 
has  the  People's  Republic. 

To  change  our  relationship  with  Taiwan  is  something  that  we 
have  to  think  about  very,  very  seriously.  And  we  do  change  it  when 
we  say  the  United  States  should  assist  in  defending  against  an  in- 
vasion by  the  People's  Republic  of  China.  So  I  think  there  is  some 
confusion  that  is  going  to  result  from  the  adoption  of  this  resolu- 
tion. 

Finally,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  vote  against  the  resolution  is  also 
bad.  Because  that  risks  misleading  Beijing  on  the  extent  of  our  op- 
position to  what  China  is  doing  in  the  Strait.  And  a  no  vote  on  the 
resolution  could  lead  the  PRC  leadership  to  the  erroneous  conclu- 
sion that  Congress  was  not  united  in  its  admiration  for  the  people 
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of  Taiwan  and  not  united  in  its  condemnation  of  China  and  its  bul- 
lying tactics. 

So  what  I  am  going  to  do  here  is  to  vote  aye  on  the  resolution 
with  all  of  the  reservations  I  have  about  it.  I  urge  the  leadership 
not  to  bring  it  up  soon.  I  hope  that  we  can  make  some  changes  in 
it  as  the  process  moves  along.  And  I  feel  a  no  vote  is  a  wrong  vote 
for  sure  because  of  the  signal  that  it  sends.  But  I  just  want  to  say 
to  my  colleagues  that  this  is  serious  business  we  are  engaged  in 
here.  This  is  not  an  ordinary  resolution.  We  are  fundamentally 
rearticulating  U.S. -China  policy  and  doing  it  in  ways  that  I  think 
could  create  some  tensions  there. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Bereuter. 

Mr.  Bereuter.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  always  respect  and 
appreciate  the  sentiments  and  the  expressed  views  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  and  I  know  we  all  do.  They  are  very  rational. 
He  gives  us  good  advice.  I  would  say  he  is  quite  right,  however, 
that  a  no  vote  would  be  entirely  the  wrong  vote  to  express  here 
today.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Administration  has  not  ad- 
vised us  that  the  timing  is  inappropriate.  They  have  not  indicated 
that  the  timing  is  inappropriate. 

We  are  our  own,  the  best  judge  of  whether  this  chamber  should 
take  action  or  vote.  We  do  not  depend  upon  what  the  Senate  does. 
But  it  is  my  understanding  that  in  fact  the  Senate  will  act  today 
or  tomorrow.  What  this  amendment  does,  at  least  the  controversial 
elements,  are  not  inconsistent  with  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act.  They 
simply  eliminate  some  ambiguity  not  inconsistent  with  it. 

Indeed,  we  are  taking  a  step  to  eliminate  that  ambiguity  by  this 
resolution  which  would  be  the  sense  of  the  House  and  I  think  that 
is  appropriate.  Ambiguity  is  dangerous.  It  seems  to  me  that  failure 
to  follow  through  with  rapid  action  on  the  floor  on  the  amendment 
that  has  been  crafted  would  itself  be  a  mistake.  So  I  come  out  the 
opposite  on  this  issue.  If  we  are  going  to  take  this  action  and  I  sup- 
port it,  I  think  Congress  ought  to  take  its  action  soon  on  the  House 
floor. 

Chairman  Oilman.  Thank  you.  I  am  going  to  ask  our  members 
to  stand  by.  We  are  about  to  have  a  vote.  Mr.  Engel,  please  be  brief 
so  we  can  get  to  our  vote. 

Mr.  Engel.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  been  shuffling 
back  and  forth  between  two  committees.  So  I  apologize.  I  want  to 
strongly  support  the  resolution.  Just  the  other  day,  Mr.  Chairman, 
you  hosted  a  reception  for  one  of  the  People's  Republic  of  China 
lead  officials  in  room  H139. 

And  I  have  to  say  in  my  8  years  on  this  committee  after  having 
met  with  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  foreign  dignitaries,  quite 
frankly  I  have  never  seen  anyone  as  arrogant  as  the  official  from 
China.  He  was  arrogant  to  you.  He  was  arrogant  to  all  of  us.  And 
I  think  this  just  typifies,  unfortunately,  the  Chinese,  the  mainland 
Chinese  attitude.  I  think  it  is  very  important  that  the  United 
States  take  a  firm  stand  and  stand  with  all  peace  and  freedom  lov- 
ing peoples. 

And  let  me  just  say  this.  For  years  we  have  been  pressuring  Tai- 
wan to  be  democratic,  to  change  things,  to  be  more  democratic. 
They  are  now  on  the  verge  of  an  election,  the  major  democratic  re- 
forms, the  first  time  such  an  open  and  free  election  and  they  are 
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being  intimidated  by  the  mainland  Chinese.  So  I  think  that  this 
resolution  is  absolutely  appropriate  to  stand  by  the  people  of  Tai- 
wan in  this  difficult  hour  when  they  are  trying  to  exercise  their 
freedom  and  democracy  and  are  facing  brutal  intimidation.  Thank 
you. 

Chairman  GllJviAN.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Engel. 

I  call  on  Mr.  Bereuter,  our  vice  chairman,  recognized  to  offer  a 
motion. 

Mr.  Bereut?:r.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  committee  report 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  148  to  the  House  with  the  rec- 
ommendation that  the  concurrent  resolution,  as  amended,  be 
agreed  to. 

[The  amendment  appears  in  the  appendix.! 

Chairman  GllJviAN.  As  many  as  there  are  in  favor  of  the  motion, 
signify  by  saying  aye. 

[Chorus  of  ayes.] 

Chairman  Giijvian.  As  many  are  opposed  say  no. 

A  VOICE.  No. 

Chairman  Oilman.  The  ayes  appear  to  have  it.  The  ayes  do  have 
it.  The  motion  is  agreed  to. 

Our  intention  is  either  to  file  a  report  very  soon  or  obtain  agree- 
ment to  have  this  measure  considered  on  the  suspension  calendar. 

Without  objection,  the  staff  is  authorized  to  make  technical, 
grammatical,  conforming  amendments  to  the  matters  considered 
today. 

Without  objection,  the  chairman  or  his  designee  is  considered  to 
have  been  authorized  to  make  motions  under  Rule  20  relating  to 
conference  on  all  matters  considered  today.  I  note  that  a  quorum 
was  present  at  the  time  the  vote  to  report  was  taken. 

I  thank  the  members  for  their  attention  and  cooperation.  The 
committee  is  adjourned. 

[Whereupon,  at  11:45  a.m.,  the  committee  was  adjourned.] 
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104th  congress 
2d  Session 


H.  RES.  345 

Expressing  concern  about  the  deterioration  of  human  rights  in  Cambodia. 


IX  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESEXTATR^S 

January  25,  1996 
Mr.  Bereuter  (for  himself,  Mr.  Berman,  Mr.  Oilman,  Mr.  Rohrabacher, 
Mr.   Burton,   and   Mr.    Sanford)    submitted   the  following   resolution; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  International  Relations 


RESOLUTION 

Expressing  concern  about  the  deterioration  of  human  rights 
in  Cambodia. 

Whereas  the  Paris  Peace  Accords  of  1991  and  the  successful 
national  elections  of  1993  ended  two  decades  of  ci\il  war 
and  genocide  in  Cambodia,  demonstrated  the  commit- 
ment of  the  Cambodian  people  to  democracy  and  stabil- 
ity, and  established  a  national  constitution  guaranteeing 
fundamental  human  rights; 

Whereas  since  1991  the  international  community  has  contrib- 
uted more  than  $3,000,000,000  to  peacekeeping  and  na- 
tional reconstruction  in  Cambodia  and  currently  provides 
over  40  percent  of  the  budget  of  the  Cambodian  Govern- 
ment; 

Whereas  recent  events  in  Cambodia,  including  the  arrest  and 
exile  of  former  Foreign  Minister  Prince  Sirivudh,  the  ex- 

(31) 


32 


pulsion  of  the  former  Finance  Minister  Sam  Rainsy  from 
the  government  coalition  FUNX'INPEC  Party  and  the 
National  Assembly,  a  grenade  attack  against  the  inde- 
pendent Buddhist  Liberal  Democratic  Partj'  of  Cam- 
bodia, and  mob  attacks  against  pro-opposition  news- 
papers, suggest  that  Cambodia  is  sliding  back  into  a  pat- 
tern of  violence  and  repression; 

Whereas  rampant  official  corruption  in  the  Cambodian  Gov- 
ernment has  emerged  as  a  major  cause  of  pubUc  dis- 
satisfaction, which  in  turn  has  resulted  in  the  government 
crackdown  against  these  outspoken  opposition  poUticians 
and  the  press; 

Whereas  heroin  traffic  in  and  through  Cambodia  has  become 
so  widespread  that  Cambodia  has  been  added  to  the 
Department  of  State's  list  of  major  narcotics  trafficking 
countries; 

Whereas  the  desire  to  cite  Cambodia  as  a  success  story  for 
United  Nations  peacekeeping  and  international  coopera- 
tion has  stifled  the  expression  of  concern  about  deterio- 
rating human  rights  conditions  in  Cambodia;  and 

Whereas  conditions  in  Cambodia  have  deteriorated  since  the 
House  of  Representatives  passed  House  Bill  1642  on 
July  11,  1995,  which  grants  Cambodia  unconditional 
most  favored  nation  trading  status:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

1  Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representatives — 

2  (1)    urges    the    Secretary    of    State    to    make 

3  human  rights  concerns  among  the  primary  objectives 

4  in  bilateral  relations  with  Cambodia; 

5  (2)  urges  the  Secretary  of  State  to  closely  mon- 

6  itor  preparations  for  upcoming  Cambodian  elections 
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1  in  1997'  and  1998  and  attempt  to  secure  the  agree- 

2  ment   of  the   Cambodian    Government   to    full    and 

3  unhindered  participation  of  international  observers 

4  for  these  elections; 

5  (3)  urges  the  Secretary  of  State  to  support  the 

6  continuation  of  human  rights  monitoring  in  Cam- 

7  bodia  by  the  United  Nations,  including  monitoring 

8  through  the  office  of  the  United  Nations  Center  for 

9  Human  Rights  in  Phnom  Penh  and  monitoring  by 

10  the   Special  Representative  of  the  United  Nations 

11  Secretary  General  for  Human  Rights  in  Cambodia; 

12  (4)  urges  the  Secretary  of  State  to  encourage 

13  Cambodia's  other  donors  and  trading  partners  to 

14  raise  human  rights  concerns  with  Cambodia; 

15  (5)   supports  efforts  by  the  United  States  to 

16  provide  assistance  to  Cambodia  to  broaden  demo- 

17  cratic  civil  society,  to  strengthen  the  rule  of  law  and 

18  to  ensure  that  future  elections  in  Cambodia  are  free 

19  and  fair;  and 

20  (6)  urges  that  the  United  States  raise  human 

21  rights  concerns  at  the  June  1996  meeting  of  the  Do- 

22  nor's  Consultative  Meeting  for  Cambodia  and  during 

23  consideration  of  projects  in  Cambodia  to  be  financed 

24  by  international  financial  institutions. 

O 
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104th  congress 

2d  Session 


H.  RES.  379 


Expressing  the  sense  of  the  House  of  Representatives  concerning  the  eighth 
anniversarj-  of  the  massacre  of  over  5,000  Kurds  as  a  resuJt  of  a 
gas  bomb  attack  by  the  Iraqi  Government. 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  12,  1996 

Mr.  Porter  submitted  the  following  resolution;  which  Was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  International  Relations 


RESOLUTION 

Expressing  the  sense  of  the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
cerning the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  massacre  of  over 
5,000  Kurds  as  a  result  of  a  gas  bomb  attack  by  the 
Iraqi  Government. 

Whereas  over  four  miUion  Kurds  Uve  in  Iraq,  composing  20 
percent  of  the  population; 

Whereas  the  Iraqi  Government  has  continually  taken  violent 
actions  against  Kurds  h\'ing  in  Iraq; 

Whereas,  on  March  17,  1988,  the  Iraqi  Government,  by  its 
own  admission,  used  chemical  weapons  against  Iraqi 
Kurd  civilians  in  the  Kurdish  frontier  village  of  Halabja, 
resulting  in  the  death  of  over  5,000  innocent  persons; 

WTiereas  this  terrible,  inhumane  act  by  the  repressive  Iraqi 
Government  provoked  international  outrage; 
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WTiereas  the  Iraqi  Government  continued  its  use  of  chemical 
weapons     against     a     defenseless     Kurdish     population 
throughout  1988; 

Whereas  over  182,000  Iraqi  Kurds  were  killed  by  the  Iraqi 
Government  during  the  Anfal  campaigns  in  1988; 

Whereas  it  was  not  until  the  international  response  to  Iraq's 
invasion  of  Kuwait  in  1990  that  the  international  com- 
munity instituted  measures  to  destroy  Iraq's  arsenal  of 
weapons  of  mass  destruction; 

Whereas  the  Iraqi  Government  has  laid  over  20  million  mines 
throughout  the  Kurdish  countryside  which  continue  to 
hamper  efforts  of  rehabihtation  of  the  displaced  popu- 
lation; 

Whereas  United  Nations  Security  Council  Resolution  688  of 
April  1,  1991,  demanded  that  Iraq  cease  repression  of  its 
citizens  and  called  for  an  international  relief  program  for 
the  Iraqi  civilian  population  and,  in  particular  the  Kurd- 
ish population; 

Whereas,  since  the  spring  of  1991,  the  United  States,  Brit- 
ain, and  France  have  enforced  by  daily  overflights  a  no- 
fly  zone  over  Iraq  north  of  the  36th  parallel; 

Whereas,  in  addition  to  the  allied  air  umbrella,  the  United 
Nations  carries  out  relief  and  security  operations  in  Iraq, 
with  emphasis  on  the  Kurdish  region; 

Whereas,  since  1991,  the  United  States  has  provided  approxi- 
mately $1.2  biUion  to  support  humanitarian  and  protec- 
tive activities,  known  as  Operation  Provide  Comfort,  on 
behalf  of  the  Iraqi  Kurds;  and 

Whereas  there  will  never  truly  be  peace  for  the  Iraqi  Kurds 
\^^thout  justice  being  carried  out  against  their  Iraqi  per- 
petrators: Now,  therefore,  be  it 
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1  Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  House  of  Rep- 

2  resentatives    that    the    United     States    Administration 

3  should — 

4  ( 1 )  mark  the  eighth  anniversan-  of  the  death  of 

5  over  5,000  Iraqi  Kurds  in  the  1988  chemical  attack 

6  by  the  Iraqi  Government  on  Halabja  by  commemo- 

7  rating  all  those  innocent  men,  women,  and  children 

8  who  lost  their  lives; 

9  (2)  reaffirm  the  United  States'  commitment  to 

10  protect  and  help  the  Kurdish  people  in  Iraq,  thus 

11  ensuring  that  the  tragedy  of  Halabja  will  never  be 

12  repeated; 

13  (3)  support  efforts  to  promote  a  democratic  al- 

14  temative  to  the  present  regime  in  Iraq  which  will  as- 

15  sure  the  Kurdish  people  the  right  to  self-government 

16  through  a  federal  s\^tem;  and 

17  (4)  renew  efforts  to  establish  an  international 

18  war   crime   tribunal   to   prosecute   Iraqi   leaders  in- 

19  volved  in  crimes  against  humanity  and  war  crimes. 

O 


HRES  379  IH 


37 


104th  congress 
1st  Session 


H.  CON.  RES.  102 


Concerning  the  emancipation  of  the  Iranian  Baha'i  community. 


IX  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

September  20,  1995 
Mr.  Porter  (for  himself,  Mr.  Lantos,  Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  HAM- 
ILTON, Mr.  Hyde,  and  Mr.  HOYER)  submitted  the  following  concurrent 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  International  Rela- 
tions 


CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 

Concerning  the  emancipation  of  the  Iranian  Baha'i 
community. 

WTiereas  in  1982,  1984,  1988,  1990,  1992,  and  1994  the 
Congress,  by  concurrent  resolution,  declared  that  it  holds 
the  Government  of  Iran  responsible  for  upholding  the 
rights  of  all  its  nationals,  including  members  of  the 
Baha'i  Faith,  Iran's  largest  religious  minority; 

Whereas  the  Congress  has  deplored  the  Government  of  Iran's 
religious  persecution  of  the  Baha'i  community  in  such 
resolutions  and  in  numerous  other  appeals,  and  has  con- 
demned Iran's  execution  of  more  than  200  Baha'is  and 
the  imprisonment  of  thousands  of  others  solely  on  ac- 
count of  their  religious  beliefs; 
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Wliereas  the  Government  of  Iran  continues  to  deny  indhidual 
Balia'is  access  to  higher  education  and  government  em- 
ploxnient  and  denies  recognition  and  rehgious  rights  to 
the  Baha'i  community,  according  to  the  pohcy  set  forth 
in  a  confidential  Iranian  Government  document  which 
was  revealed  by  the  United  Nations  Commission  on 
Human  Rights  in  1993; 

Whereas  all  Baha'i  community  properties  in  Iran  have  been 
confiscated  by  the  government  and  Iranian  Baha'is  are 
not  permitted  to  elect  their  leaders,  organize  as  a  com- 
munity, operate  religious  schools  or  conduct  other  reli- 
gious community  activities  guaranteed;  by  the  Universal 
Declaration  of  Human  Rights;  and 

Whereas  on  February  22,  1993,  the  United  Nations  Commis- 
sion on  Human  Rights  pubhshed  a  formerly  confidential 
Iranian  Goverrmient  document  that  constitutes  a  blue- 
print for  the  destruction  of  the  Baha'i  community  and  re- 
veals that  these  repressive  actions  are  the  result  of  a  de- 
liberate pohcy  designed  and  approved  by  the  highest  offi- 
cials of  the  Government  of  Iran:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

1  Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate 

2  concurring),  That  the  Congress — 

3  (1)  continues  to  hold  the  Government  of  Iran 

4  responsible  for  upholding  the  rights  of  all  its  nation- 

5  als,  including  members  of  the  Baha'i  communitj',  in 

6  a  manner  consistent  with  Iran's  obligations  under 

7  the   Universal    Declaration   of  Human   Rights   and 

8  other  international  agreements  guaranteeing  the  civil 

9  and  pohtical  rights  of  its  citizens; 
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1  (2)  condemns  the  repressive  anti-Baha'i  policies 

2  and  actions  of  the  Government  of  Iran,  including  the 

3  denial  of  legal  recognition  to  the  Baha'i  community 

4  and  the  basic  rights  to  organize,  elect  its  leaders, 

5  educate  its  youth,  and  conduct  the  normal  activities 

6  of  a  law-abiding  religious  community; 

7  (3)   expresses  concern  that   individual  Baha'is 

8  continue  to  suffer  from  severely  repressive  and  dis- 

9  criminatory  government  actions,  solely  on  account  of 

10  their  rehgion; 

11  (4)  urges  the  Government  of  Iran  to  extend  to 

12  the  Baha'i  community  the  rights  guaranteed  by  the 

13  Universal   Declaration   of  Human   Rights   and   the 

14  international  covenants  of  human  rights,  including 

15  the  freedom  of  thought,  conscience,  and  religion,  and 

16  equal  protection  of  the  law;  and 

17  (5)  calls  upon  the  President  to  continue — 

18  (A)   to  assert  the  United   States  Govern- 

19  ment's   concern   regarding  Iran's  \iolations   of 

20  the  rights  of  its  citizens,  including  members  of 

21  the  Baha'i  community,  along  with  expressions 

22  of  its   concern   regarding  the  Iranian  Govem- 

23  ment's  support  for  international  terrorism  and 

24  its  efforts  to  acquire  weapons  of  mass  destruc- 

25  tion; 
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1  (B)   to  emphasize  that  the  United  States 

2  regards  the  human  rig:hts  practices  of  the  Gov- 

3  ernment  of  Iran,  particularly  its  treatment  of 

4  the  Baha'i  community  and  other  reUgious  mi- 

5  norities,  as  a  significant  factor  in  the  develop- 

6  ment  of  the  United  States  Government's  rela- 

7  tions  with  the  Government  of  Iran; 

8  (C)   to   urge   the   Government   of  Iran   to 

9  emancipate  the  Baha'i  community  by  granting 

10  those  rights  guaranteed  by  ther  Universal  Dec- 

1 1  laration  of  Human  Rights  and  the  international 

12  covenants  on  human  rights;  and 

13  (D)    to    encourage    other   governments    to 

14  continue  to  appeal  to  the  Government  of  Iran, 

15  and  to  cooperate  with  other  governments  and 

16  international  organizations,  including  the  Unit- 

17  ed  Nations  and  its  agencies,  in  efforts  to  pro- 

18  tect   the   rehgious    rights   of  the   Baha'is    and 

19  other  minorities  through  joint  appeals  to  the 

20  Government  of  Iran  and  through  other  appro- 

21  priate  actions. 

O 
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104th  congress 
2d  Session 


H.  J.  RES.  158 


To  recognize  the  Peace  Corps  on  the  occasion  of  its  35th  anniversary  and 
the  Americans  who  have  served  as  Peace  Corps  volunteers. 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

January  31,  1996 
Mr.  Farr  of  California  (for  himself,  Mr.  Hall  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Walsh, 
Mr.  Petri,  and  Mr.  Shays)  introduced  the  following  joint  resolution;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  International  Relations 


JOINT  RESOLUTION 

To  recognize  the  Peace  Corps  on  the  occasion  of  its  35th 
anniversary  and  the  Americans  who  have  served  as  Peace 
Corps  volunteers. 

Whereas  the  Peace  Corps  has  become  a  powerful  symbol  of 
America's  commitment  to  expand  hope,  create  oppor- 
tunity, and  encourage  development  at  the  grass  roots 
level  in  the  developing  world; 

Whereas  more  than  140,000  Americans  have  served  as  Peace 
Corps  volunteers  in  more  than  125  countries  in  Africa, 
Asia  and  the  Pacific,  Central  Asia,  Eastern  and  Central 
Europe,  and  the  Western  Hemisphere  since  1961,  and 
have  strengthened  the  ties  of  friendship  and  understand- 
ing between  the  people  of  the  United  States  and  those  of 
other  countries; 
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Whereas  Peace  Corps  volunteers  have  made  significant  and 
lasting  contributions  around  the  world  in  agriculture, 
business  development,  education,  the  en\ironment,  health, 
and  youth  development,  and  have  improved  the  lives  of 
indi\iduals  and  communities  around  the  world; 

"Whereas  Peace  Corps  volunteers,  enriched  by  their  experi- 
ences overseas,  have  brought  to  their  communities 
throughout  the  United  States  a  deeper  understanding  of 
other  cultures  and  traditions; 

Whereas  Peace  Corps  volunteers  embody  and  represent  many 
of  America's  most  enduring  values,  such  as  service,  com- 
mitment to  the  poor,  and  friendship  among  nations; 

Whereas  the  Peace  Corps  continues  to  receive  broad,  biparti- 
san support  in  Congress  and  from  the  American  people; 
and 

Whereas  March  1,  1996  will  mark  the  35th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  Peace  Corps:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

1  Resolved  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 

2  of  the   United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  achievements  and  contributions  of  the  Peace 

4  Corps  ovttT  the  past  35  years  be  celebrated;  that  the  dedi- 

5  cation  and  sacrifice  of  Peace  Corps  volunteers  be  recog- 

6  nized  and  their  continued  contributions  be  acknowledged 

7  not  only  for  their  service  in  other  countries  but  in  their 

8  own  communities;  and  that  the  President  is  requested  to 

9  honor  Peace  Corps  volunteers  and  reaffirm  our  Nation's 
10  commitment  to  international  peace  and  understanding. 

♦  O 
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[COMMITTEE  PRINT] 

[Showing  Amendments  Adopted  by  the  Subcommittee  on  Asia 
and  the  Pacific] 


104th  congress 
2d  Session 


H.  CON.  RES.  148 


Ekpressing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States  is  committed 
to  -tli©-  military  stabiUty  «f  in  the  Taiwan  Strait*  and  the  United  States 
mihtar;^  forooc  should  deferiid  assist  in  defending  Taiwan  in  the  event 
of  invasion,  missile  attack,  or  blockade  by  the  People's  Republic  of 
China. 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  7,  1996 
Mr.  Cox  of  California  (for  himself,  Mr.  GiLMAN,  Mr.  Spence,  Mr.  GINGRICH, 
Mr.  Armey,  Mr.  DeLay,  Mr.  Boehner,  Ms.  Molinari,  Mrs.  Vucano- 
\1CH,  Mr.  NUSSLE,  Mr.  Lantos,  Mr.  SOLOMON,  Mr.  Torricelli,  Mr. 
Deutsch,  Mr.  Andrews,  Mr.  Baker  of  California,  Mr.  Ballenger, 
Mr.  Barton  of  Texas,  Mr.  Bereuter,  Mr.  Boehlert,  Mr.  Bono,  Mr. 
Brewster,  Ms.  Brown  of  Florida,  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Bunning 
of  Kentucky,  Mr.  Burton  of  Indiana,  Mr.  Buyer,  Mr.  Calvert,  Mr. 
Campbell,  Mr.  Chabot,  Mr.  Chambliss,  Mrs.  Chenoweth,  Mr. 
Clinger,  Mr.  Collins  of  Georgia,  Mr.  Condit,  Mr.  Diaz-Balart,  Mr. 
DOOLITTLE,  Mr.  DORNAN,  Mr.  English  of  Pennsyhrania,  Ms.  ESHOO, 
Mr.  EWING,  Mr.  FaLEOMAVAEGA,  Mr.  FOLEY,  Mr.  FRELINGHLnrSEN,  Mr. 
FUNDERBURK,  Mr.  PeTE  GEREN  of  Texas,  Mr.  GiLMOR,  Mr.  GOODLING, 
Mr.    GOSS,    Mr.    GREENWOOD,    Mr.    GUTKNECHT,    Mr.    HASTERT,    Mr. 

Hastings  of  Washington,  Mr.  Hyde,  Mr.  Sam  Johnson  of  Texas,  Mr. 
Kingston,  Mr.  Knollenberg,  Mr.  Kolbe,  Mr.  Le\tn,  Mr.  McInnis, 
Mr.  MclNTOSH,  Mr.  McKeon,  Mr.  Metcalf,  Mr.  MiLLER  of  Florida, 
Mr.  Payne  of  New  Jersey,  Ms.  Pelosi,  Mr.  PORTER,  Mr. 
ROHRABACHER,    Ms.    ROS-LEHTINEN,    Mr.    ROYCE,    Mr.    SALMON,    Mr. 

Scarborough,   Mrs.    Seastrand,    Mr.    Smith   of  New   Jersey,    Mr. 
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SouDER,  Mr.  Stearns,  Mr.  Talent,  Mr.  Torkildsen,  Mr. 
Underwood,  Mr.  Walker,  Mr.  Weldon  of  Florida,  Mr.  Weller,  and 
Mr.  Zemmer)  submitted  the  following  concurrent  resolution;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  International  Relations 


CONCURRENT  RESOLUTION 

Expressing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  United  States 
is  committed  to  -fee-^nilitary  stability  of  in  the  Taiwan 
Straits-  and  the  United  States  militaiT}'^  forces  should  4e- 
fend  assist  in  defending  Taiwan  in  the  event  of  invasion, 
missile  attack,  or  blockade  by  the  People's  Republic  of 
China. 

Whereas  the  United  States  began  its  long,  peaceful,  and 
friendly  relationship  with  the  Republic  of  China  on  Tai- 
wan in  1949; 

Whereas  since  the  enactment  in  1979  of  the  Taiwan  Rela- 
tions Act,  the  policy  of  the  United  States  has  been  based 
on  the  expectation  that  the  future  relationship  between 
the  People's  Republic  of  China  and  Taiwan  will  be  deter- 
mined by  peaceful  means  and  by  mutual  agreement  be- 
tween the  parties; 

Whereas  the  People's  Republic  of  China's  intense  efforts  to 
intimidate  Taiwan  have  reached  a  level  that  threatens  to 
undermine  stability  throughout  the  region; 

Whereas,  since  the  begirming  of  1996,  the  leaders  of  the  Peo- 
ple's RepubUc  of  Chiua  have  frequently  and  unambig- 
uously threatened  to  use  mihtaiy  force  against  Taiwan; 

Whereas  for  the  past  year  the  People's  Republic  of  China  has 
conducted  military  maneuvers  designed  to  intimidate  Tai- 
wan both  during  its  democratic  legislative  elections  in 
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1995  and  during  the  period  preceding  democratic  presi- 
dential elections  in  March  1996; 

Whereas  these  military  maneuvers  and  tests  have  included 
the  firing  of  6  nuclear-capable  missiles  approximately  100 
miles  north  of  Taiwan  in  July  1995; 

Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  officials  of  the  People's 
Republic  of  China  have  stated  that  they  have  developed 
plans  to  attack  Taiwan  with  missiles  for  up  to  30  days; 

Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  an  official  of  the  People's 
Republic  of  China  sought  to  intimidate  the  United  States 
with  veiled  threats  to  launch  a  nuclear  attack  against  the 
United  States  should  the  United  States  assist  Taiwan  in 
defending  itself  fi'om  attack; 

Whereas  the  firing  of  missiles  across  the  Taiwan  Straits 
Strait,  an  international  waterway,  threatens  both  Taiwan 
and  the  political,  military,  and  commercial  interests  of 
the  United  States  and  its  allies; 

Whereas  in  the  face  of  such  action,  Taiwan  is  entitled  to  de- 
fend itself  fi-om  military  aggression,  including  through 
the  development  of  an  anti-ballistic  missile  defense  sys- 
tem; 

Whereas  the  United  States  and  Taiwan  have  enjoyed  a  long- 
standing and  uninterrupted  friendship,  which  has  only  in- 
creased in  light  of  the  remarkable  economic  development 
and  political  liberalization  in  Taiwan  in  recent  years; 

Whereas  Taiwan  has  achieved  tremendous  economic  success 
in  becoming  the  19th  largest  economy  in  the  world; 

Whereas  Taiwan  has  reached  a  historic  turning  pomt  in  the 
development  of  Chinese  democracy,  as  on  March  23, 
1996,  it  will  conduct  the  first  competitive,  free,  fair,  di- 
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rect,  and  popular  election  of  a  head  of  state  in  over  4,000 
years  of  recorded  Chinese  history; 

Whereas  for  the  past  century  the  United  States  has  promoted 
democracy  and  economic  freedom  around  the  world,  and 
the  evolution  of  Taiwan  is  an  outstanding  example  of  the 
success  of  that  policy; 

Whereas  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  directs  the  President  to 
inform  the  Congress  promptly  of  any  threat  to  Taiwan's 
security  and  provides  that  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress together  shall  determine  appropriate  United  States 
action  in  response;  and 

Whereas  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act  of  1979  rests  on  the 
premise  that  the  United  States  will  assist  Taiwan  should 
it  face  any  effort  to  determine  its  future  hj  other  than 
peaceful  means,  including  by  boycotts  or  embargoes: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

1  Resolved  hy  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate 

2  concurring),  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that — 

3  (j^  the  People's  Rcpubhc  of  China — 

4  {A)    should    reaffirm    the   commitment    it 

5  made  te  ^e  United  States  that  it  would  eo«- 

6  duct    its    rclationa    with    Taiwan    by    peaceful 

7  means;  a»4 

8  (©)  should  engage  i»  diplomatic  ncgotia- 

9  tions  to  discuss  aey  outstandiftg  points  of  dis- 

10  agreement  with  Taiwan  without  aey  threat  of 

11  militojy  op  economic  coercion  against  Taiwaa;^ 
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1  (S)-  Ae  People's  Republic  ei  China  should  im- 

2  mediately  live  «p  to  its  commitment  to  the  United 

3  States  to  work  fer  a  peaceful  resolution  of  any  dis- 

4  agreements    with    Taiwan,    a«d    accordingly    desist 

5  from  mihtary  actions  designed  to  intimidate  Taiwan; 

6  (^  Taiwan  has  stated  asd  should  adhere  to  its 

7  commitment  to  negotiate  its  future  relations  with 

8  the  mainland  by  mutual,  not  unilateral,  decision; 

9  (1)  the  People's  Republic  of  China  should  imme- 

10  diately   live   up   to   its   commitment   to .  the    United 

1 1  States  to  work  for  a  peaceful  resolution  of  any  dis- 

12  agreements  with  Taiwan,  and  accordingly  desist  from 

13  military  actions  designed  to  intimidate  Taiwan; 

14  (2)  the  People's  Republic  of  China  should  engage 

15  in  diplomatic  negotiations  to  discuss  any  outstanding 

16  points   of  disagreement   with    Taiwan   withjmt   any 

17  threat  of  military  or  economic  coercion  against  Tai- 

18  wan; 

19  (3)  Taiwan  has  stated  and  should  adhere  to  its 

20  commitment  to  negotiate  its  future  relations  with  the 

21  People's  Republic  of  China  by  mutual  decision,  not 

22  unilateral  action; 

23  (4)  the  United  States  should  maintaiu  its  com- 

24  mitment  capacity  to  resist  any  resort  to  force  or 

25  other  forms  of  coercion  that  would  jeopardize  the  se- 
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1  eurity,  or  the  social  or  economic  system,  of  the  peo- 

2  pie  on  Taiwan,  consistent  with  its  undertakings  in 

3  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act; 

4  (5)  the  United  States  should  maintain  a  naval 

5  presence  sufficient  to  keep  open  the  sea  lanes  in  and 

6  near  the  Taiwan  Straits  Strait; 

7  (6)    in  the   face   of  the   several   overt  military 

8  threats  by  the  People's  RepubUc  of  China  against 

9  Taiwan,  and  consistent  with  the  commitment  of  the 

10  United  States  under  the  Taiwan  Relations  Act,  the 

11  United  States  should  supply  Taiwan  with  defensive 

12  weapons  systems,   including  naval  vessels,   aircraft, 

13  and  air  defense,  all  of  which  are  crucial  to  the  secu- 

14  rity  of  Taiwan;  asd 

15  (7)  the  United  States,  in  accordance  with  the 

16  Taiwan  Relations  Act  and  the  constitutional  process 

17  of  the  United  States,  and  consistent  with  its  friend- 

18  ship  with  and  commitment  to  the  democratic  govem- 

19  ment  and  people  of  Taiwan,  should  assist  in  defend- 

20  ing  them  against  invasion,  missile  attack,  or  block- 

21  ade  by  the  People's  Republic  of  Chinar,-  and 

22  (8)  the  Congress,  hy  adopting  this  resolution,  is 

23  not  pursuing  a  policy  of  an  ''independent  Taiwan"  or 

24  a  policy  of  "one  China,  one  Taiwan". 
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Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "A  concurrent  resolu- 
tion expressing  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  United 
States  is  committed  to  military  stabihty  in  the  Taiwan 
Strait  and  the  United  States  should  assist  in  defending 
Taiwan  in  the  event  of  invasion,  missile  attack,  or  block- 
ade by  the  People's  Repubhe  of  China.". 
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Amendment  to  the  Committee  Print 
OF  H.  Con  Res.  148 
Offered  by  Mr.   Burton 

Page  6,  line  14,  add  "and"  after  the  semicolon. 
Page  6,  line  21,  strike  ";  and"  and  insert  a  period. 
Page  6,  strike  lines  22  through  24. 


In  the  long  title,  strike  "defending  Taiwan"  and  in- 
sert "defending  the  Republic  of  China  (also  known  as 
Taiwan)". 
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En  Bloc  Amendment  to  the  Committee 
Print 
OF  H.  Con.  Res.  148 
Offered  by  Mr.    Bereuter 

Page  2,  in  the  fourth  whereas  clause,  strike  "and 
unambiguously' ' . 

Page  3,  strike  the  second  and  third  complete  where- 
as clauses. 

Page  3,  amend  the  fourth  complete  whereas  clause 
to  read  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  firing  of  missiles  near  Taiwan  and  the  interrup- 
tion of  international  shipping  and  aviation  lanes  threaten 
both  Taiwan  and  the  pohtical,  military,  and  commercial 
interests  of  the  United  Sta^  2S  and  its  aUies; 

Page  4,  in  the  second  complete  whereas  clause, 
strike  "together  shall  determine"  and  insert  "shall  deter- 
mine, in  accordance  with  constitutional  processes,". 

Page  5,  line  15,  strike  "diplomatic". 
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